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The globalist mindset 


Globalism, like other manifestations of 
political correctness, is less a way of thinking 
than a form of mental disorder. And it is 
addictive. Once politicians under its influence 
are committed to a particular course of 
action, they become caught up in an uncon- 
trollable spiral of crazy decisions, each 
further divorced from reality than the last. 
And the more bogged down they become in 
the mire of their own creation the more shrill 
are their protests as to the necessity of the 
road they have chosen and the more dogmatic 
their assertions that they occupy the moral 
high ground. 

We are reminded of this rule as we behold 
Tony Blair being drawn into ever more 
ridiculous postures over Afghanistan. Now 
we hear that a gulf is opening up between 
Tony’s government and that of President 
Bush concerning overall strategy in that 
chaotic country. The United States has stated 
clearly that its purpose is to hunt down 
Osama bin Laden and ‘get’ him, dead or 
alive. This, at least, has some logic about it, 


Nationalist comment 


given that the US is committed to this course 
— and probably unavoidably so following 
the events of September 11th. We have 
examined elsewhere the causes of the present 
wave of Islamic terrorism, but they belong 
here to another area of debate. Given the 
disasters in New York and Washington as 
unalterable facts, pursuing the culprits and 
taking them out, by whatever means, was 
always the only option — at least where 
America was concerned. We have disputed 
the need for Britain to be involved in the 
pulling of America’s chestnuts out of the 
fire; but again, now that we are, the job 
should be completed. That having been done, 
the mission of western forces in Afghanistan 
should come to an end and they should go 
home. 

But this is not how Tony sees things. Our 
troops are in Afghanistan, according to his 
apparent way of thinking, as missionaries for 
humanitarianism, peace, justice and democ- 
racy. Long after the parties responsible for 
September 11th have been dealt with, those 
troops must stay to ensure that the future 
ordering of affairs in that country proceeds 
according to western liberal prescriptions. 
Tony claims to want a “broad-based demo- 
cratic government for Afghanistan that is 
representative of all tribal groups and all 
shades of political and religious opinion.” 
Just like that! That such a thing has proved 
utterly unattainable over the many centuries 
of western contact with the country, and 
probably long before that too, does not seem 
to faze our premier. Perhaps convinced by 
his own press office that he can walk on 
water, he is set upon being the first to 
achieve the dream. 
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At the latest count, six thousand British 
ground troops are now actually in Afghan- 
istan or on their way there. And this is out of 
an army that is perilously undermanned. It 
seems to matter not to Tony that there are 
other areas of the world — and indeed of 
these islands — where much more vital 
British interests call for protection. It seems 
to matter not to him that a number of the 
units involved comprise some of our very 
crack troops: the absolute best in human 
material and the most expensive to train, and 
that the life or limb of one single one of them 
is not worth risking for the sake of such a 
remote country in which we have no interest. 
Globalist thinking — if ‘thinking’ be the 
appropriate word — demands that they be 
there, and that is that. What long or even 
medium-term consequences will result from 
this commitment seems to concern Tony not 
a jot, because another symptom of the 
globalist mindset is that it renders the 
sufferer quite incapable of looking any 
distance ahead beyond today’s emotional 
spasm and ‘feel-good’ fix — and perhaps 
tomorrow’s newspaper headlines. 

So, for an indeterminate time, we have 
troops we cannot spare in a far-off land of 
which we know little and mostly care less. 
We have a prime minister totally fixated on 
his world role as peacemaker and trouble- 
shooter. And in the meantime, as spotlighted 
in last month’s front-page feature, things at 
home descend into ever more of a shambles. 


Humbug and the 


powers behind it 


The foregoing commentary illustrates 
events when seen from the point of view of 
British interests and common sense. But of 
course we have long passed the time when 
great affairs were decided in that way. 
Interests are at stake in Afghanistan, albeit 
that they are not British ones; and there is 
some sense in the escapade when viewed 
from the perspective of those who represent 
them. 

But, as always, the interests at work have 
to be concealed behind a shroud of righteous 
humbug. For a while the conventional 
humbug was that the Taliban government 
and its supporters were the ‘bad guys’ of the 
piece and the hotch-potch of forces constit- 
uting the Northern Alliance the ‘good guys’. 
This facile image has now been sadly 
shattered by the barbarism of the latter in 
their treatment of Taliban prisoners. It has 
also been well established that many former 
Taliban troops have crossed over to the 
Northern Alliance, not because of any inner 
change of heart, but solely because they 
could see who clearly were going to be the 
‘winners’, and they wanted to take out insur- 
ance policies on their future safety. Of 
course, it has always been thus in human 
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on the 


month’s news 


to be just as brutal a band of cut-throats as their adversaries of the Taliban. 


affairs — and never more so than in prim- 
itive countries where things like the western 
‘conscience’ are strange and alien. 

So why, apart from the immediate task of 
tracking down bin Laden, do our troops 
really need to be in Afghanistan? Very 
simple. They are there as the strong right arm 
of the New World Order, the scarcely visible 
globalist government which has the country’s 
future mapped out. The Taliban government, 
notwithstanding its barbaric ways, was an 
obstacle in the way of that policy, and it had 
to be removed. Northern Alliance forces 
provided a means to that removal, and they 
had to be used — despite the fact that they 
comprise just as brutal a band of cut-throats 
as their adversaries. When we penetrate 
through the mists of liberal rhetoric, this is 
what the conflict is all about. And this is why 
British lives — the best British lives — are 
being so shamefully put on the line. Not that 
Tony cares. 


Nonsense about ‘traitors’ 

The government here in Britain, striking a 
‘patriotic’ pose that seems comical in view 
of its ruling philosophy and record, has 
declared that it intends to pursue and bring to 
justice certain ‘Britons’ of the Muslim faith 
who have gone to Afghanistan to fight for 
Osama bin Laden. In a pompous statement 
issued on the 19th November, Home Secret- 
ary Blunkett declared that such people would 
face arrest and charges when they returned 
home, and could in fact be jailed for life. 
Their offence? Treason, no less! It has been 


reported that a figure of up to 200 have been 
placed on an MIS ‘wanted’ list of people 
suspected of this offence. 

In fact, such a definition of treason is quite 
absurd. One can only commit treason by an 
act of disloyalty against that to which one 
owes allegiance. It might reasonably be 
demanded of native Britons that they owe 
allegiance to the United Kingdom and to their 
own indigenous British people. It always was 
quite ridiculous to expect of foreign immig- 
rants and their descendants that they would 
be bound by such ties, and it is therefore 
ridiculous to accuse them of ‘treason’ when 
they act against that to which they have never 
been loyal. The fact that many residents of 
Britain belonging to other races and faiths 
should see themselves as owing loyalty else- 
where should cause us no surprise. Probably 
well in excess of 200 would like to go and 
fight against British forces in Afghanistan, 
and in the meantime will be rooting and 
praying for those who are. In fact the number 
could extend to many thousands. Only the 
likely quick termination of the war in 
Afghanistan would deter them from going. 
We should not feel outrage at this; it is the 
inevitable consequence of the open-door 
immigration policy that British governments 
have been pursuing for half a century. 

As for treason, where that offence is 
concerned the places we should be looking to 
hunt people down are Westminster and the 
so-called ‘British’ mass media, mostly staffed 
by our own kind. Unlike the ethnic minor- 
ities, they owe an allegiance to this country 
which they have shamefully betrayed. 


Meanwhile, Whites left to rot 


While Afghanistan is in popular focus, 
there is a part of the world where British 
interests and obligations most certainly do 
justify an intervention. This is the country 
now called ‘Zimbabwe’, which, in case some 
have forgotten, is the former British colony 
of Rhodesia. There, famine is now threat- 
ening as the economy sinks into ever further 
chaos and bankruptcy. In ‘Zimbabwe’ there 
are some 70,000-80,000 white people, the 
vast majority of British origin. They are the 
descendants of sturdy colonisers, of some of 
the very best Anglo-Celtic stock, who tamed 
the country and transformed it from a 
wilderness into what was up to 30 years ago 
a thriving state, with a healthy economy 
which benefited all its resident races. Now 
all this is being destroyed, as one-time Rhod- 
esia reverts to the same condition as the rest 
of pre-colonial and post-colonial Africa: 
disease piled on hunger, piled on murder, 
chaos and political corruption. 

And the one element in the population 
which might stem this catastrophe, the white 
farmers and their families, are being sub- 
jected to constant invasions and theft of their 
properties while the local dictator, one 
Robert Mugabe, every bit as big a villain as 
Osama bin Laden and responsible for 
infinitely more deaths — moreover the 
deaths of British people, remains untouched. 
Tony has no plans to send British armed 
forces there to restore peace and stability. 
When you mention the place and the 
conditions, he changes the subject. Did 
hypocrisy ever appear in more glaring form? 
Did treason — real treason — ever manifest 
itself more disgustingly? 


Capitulation on drugs 

Senior police chiefs are placing them- 
selves in the vanguard of the movement to 
liberalise the laws on drugs in Britain. Only 
last month one leading officer, Met Deputy . 
Assistant Commissioner Andy Hayman, called 
for Ecstasy to be reclassified as a soft drug 
— despite the fact that some 20 people a year 
are dying from it. With regard to Cannabis, 
things have reached the point at which police 
routinely look the other way whenever it is 
used. 

One major reason advanced by the police 
hierarchy for this surrender is that they are 
simply losing the battle against the drug- 
traders and users. In other words, it is a case 
of “If you can’t beat ’em, join ’em.” This has 
become the rationale for a whole series of 
capitulations on the law-and-order front by 
‘liberal’ legislators and law-enforcers. This 
apart, relaxation of drug laws has always 
been a cause dear to the left in Britain — as 
anything which further contributes to national 
decadence just must be good! 
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A REPORT in a newspaper last month told us 
more about contemporary Britain than perhaps 
the reporter intended. 

The teenage son of a TV actor, Roger Lloyd- 
Pack, was mugged in the street for the fifth time, 
according to his father, in 18 months. 

Hartley Lloyd-Pack, a 17- : 
year-old assistant disc jockey, 
spoke to the Daily Mail of the 
incident, which took place in 
North London:- 


“It’s just accepted behaviour. 
It’s part of life. | have a wide 
group of friends and they've all 
been mugged, most of them 
more often than me. You take 
as little money as possible out 
with you, you insure your 
[mobile] ‘phone and expect it to 
happen.” 

The Mai/ went on to say:- 
“Other youngsters in the area 
said that while they would not 
describe muggings as racially 
motivated, black youngsters 
tended to see white teenagers 
as easy pickings. 

“They know you aren't likely to 
put up a fight,’ said one.” 
Lloyd-Pack Senior agreed:- 
“That's true. I’ve told my son 
not to fight back and to hand 
over whatever he has. Any 
parent would say the same. 
They would rather their child 
came home without a mobile ‘phone than 
physically injured in some way.” 


WRONG UPBRINGING 


Just what sort of youngsters are parents 
bringing up these days? 

Any parent? Perhaps Mr. Lloyd-Pack should 
speak for himself. Maybe the problem is that, 
being a well-paid television performer, he lives 
with his family in a prosperous and genteel area 
where the conventional ethic is not to defend 
oneself when threatened in the street but meekly 
to surrender to the threats — particularly if they 
come from Blacks. Maybe the politically correct 
culture of the TV world, with its model of male 
wimpishness, has rubbed off on the Lloyd-Pack 
family. Maybe there’s another rule too: to refuse 
the demands of black muggers and, if necessary, 


Page 4 


FRIGHTENED OF HIM? 
Our ancestors wouldn’t have been. 
This 14-year-old rapist was embold- 
ened by the wimp culture fashionable 
among today’s young Whites. 


The crime problem we deserve? 


to fight them off would be ‘racist’! 

Of course, there are situations when the 
would-be victim of a mugging has no alternative 
but to give in. If he (or she) is heavily outnum- 
bered and the assailants are brandishing knives, 
discretion becomes the better part of valour: 
resistance could be suicidal. 
Some of the streets of 
Britain’s cities are getting that 
way. 


WON'T FIGHT 


But there is something dis- 
tinctly uncomfortable in the 
statement that black young- 
sters see white teenagers as 
easy pickings because: “They 
know you aren’t likely to put 
up a fight.” 

There are still some street 
situations where fighting 
back /s an option but, appar- 
ently, many white boys do 
not choose it. Word of this 
goes around the world of 
black gangsterism and the 
would-be muggers are 
encouraged to get more and 
more bold and aggressive. It 
would have been different in 
the Britain of our ancestors. 

Then it was the manly thing 
for a young chap to defend 

- himself, to put up a fight to 
protect his poperty and — 
much more important than that — to retain his 
pride. Boys were taught this in the home and in 
their schools. It was the standard national ethic. 
This, of course, was before the days of political 
correctness, pacifism and ‘anti-racism’. 
Contrary to what Mr. Lloyd-Pack seems to 
think, it is better for a male youngster to come 
back home physically injured with his property 
intact than the reverse — aside from special 
situations where resistance would be futile and 
dangerous to life. A bit of fighting spirit on the 
part of young white men would send the right 
messages out to the street predators, whether 
black or white. The latter would be far more 
reluctant to chance their luck in street robberies. 
This is the rule we should be imparting to our 
sons. It is the attitude that once made us a great 
nation — respected around the world. 


It is gravely ironic that, for many residents 
of West Yorkshire, Islamic Awareness Week 
has brought them a first-hand knowledge of 
Muslim youth which they would rather not 
have had. In spite of an attempt by police to 
brush the details under the carpet, this week 
has brought an alarming number of incidents 
involving young Muslims... 

... the only possible conclusion is that any 
idea of Britain as a healthy, multi-cultural 
society is clearly inaccurate... 

So long as police and politicians bend over 
backwards to preserve an image of multi- 
cultural harmony in Britain, in defiance of 
clear evidence to the contrary, lawlessness 
among young Muslims, as bad as it now is, 
can only get worse. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
Yorkshire post (7.11.01) 


Outside the Albert Hall the road shimm- 
ered with fireflies of yellow ‘for hire’ lights. 
Another cab drew up and disgorged a group 
of old fellows who paid up, larked around 
with the driver and then lurched towards the 
concert hall. 

The driver told me the old boys had 
summed it all up. They were military veterans 
attending a service to commemorate the dead 
of the wars that shaped this country during 
the last century. 

In his cab they had said that if they’d 
known then what they know now they would 
not have gone through what they did 60 years 
ago. 

The veterans had read that a mob of 
Muslim youths had tried to burn down a 
church in Bradford, pelting the vicar with 
stones while chanting ‘Get the white bastard’. 

PETER DOBBIE 
The Mail on Sunday (11.11.01) 


Islam, says Tony Blair with almost frantic 
insistence, is a religion of tolerance and 
peace. All we have to do is be peaceful and 
tolerant towards Muslims themselves. 

Does he protest too much? Is this excess- 
ive fondness for Islam liable to turn us the 
other way, and so present the first real check 
to the hitherto irresistible progress of the race 
relations industry? Is the ‘multi-cultural 
society’ going to be shown up as the sham it 
has always been? 

PETER SIMPLE 
Daily Telegraph (9.11.01) 


Multi-culturalism means always having to 
say you’re sorry. 

But it’s a one-way street. 

Multi-culturalism means _ celebrating 
Diwali but banning Christmas. It means 
tolerating a mosque named after Saddam 
Hussein in the middle of our second biggest 
city but banning the Union Jack on the 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


grounds that it is ‘offensive’ to minorities... 

Multi-culturalism means worshipping all 
cultures and traditions other than those of the 
majority. It means teaching African studies 
but ignoring British history in schools. It 
means denigrating our ancestors’ achieve- 
ments and making children ashamed of their 
country’s past... 

Multi-culturalism is nothing less than a 
ruthless, concerted assault on the glue that 
binds our society together. 

RICHARD LITTLEJOHN 
The Sun {9.11.01) 


No choice: I, as a Jew and a Zionist, 
without reservation believe my first loyalty 
to be to the Jewish people before Britain. 
many of my Jewish frirnds feel likewise. 
Jews in Britain are not forced to choose, but 
were the situation to arise I would not 
hestitate not only to refuse to fight against 
the state of Israel but would probably fight 
for her against Britain. 

RAPHAEL SYLVESTER 
Letter in Sunday Times (11.11.01) 


Yasser Arafat did not invent ‘international 
terrorism’. What about the terrorist atrocities 
of the Stern Gang against the British in the 
1940s? 

The real enemy we should be looking at 
after September 11th is injustice. Israel has, 
through state terrorism and. collective punish- 
ment, violated nearly every article and con- 
vention of human rights law in oppressing 
the Palestinians for more than 50 years. A 
viable and democratic Palestinian state might 
be one key step towards resolving some of 
that injustice. 

CHRIS DOYLE 
Letter in Daily Telegraph (17.10.01) 


We are fed up with the bilge of political 
correctness that enamates from our senior 
management, and units such as the diversity 
unit... 

Unfortunately, the current politically 
correct agenda being pursued by the Metro- 
politan Police Service undermines the effect- 
iveness of front-line policing and causes an 
ever-increasing gulf between senior managers 
and the rank and file... 

It is little wonder we are a failing organis- 
ation that is strategically drifting towards a 
two-tier system of policing and justice. 

Sgt. GRAHAM ROBERTSON 
The Job, Met. Police newsletter (5.10.01) 


The Victorians, unlike us, were serious 


about their empires. They meant to stay and | 


they built to last. They believed they were 
more civilised than the Third World — just as 


we do — but they were prepared to say so 
openly. 
They also had more sense than to get 
stuck in Afghanistan. 
So what about the ‘war against terror’? 
Wake me up when it starts, would you? 
This is just nonsense piled upon nonsense. 
How can you applaud the arrest of Slobodan 
Milosevic while welcoming the Northern 
Alliance as liberators, even as they busy 
themselves cutting up another terrified captive? 
In Afghanistan, the difference between 
the good guys and the bad guys can only be 
measured by the size of the mountains of 
skulls they pile up. 
This is where moral posturing gets you. 
Our government, wrapped in the cloak of 
nobility, seeks to rule the lawless roads of 
the Hindu Kush when it cannot even stop an 
epidemic of mugging in South London. 
PETER HITCHENS 
The Mail on Sunday (18.11.01) 


It is ironic to witness the attack on the 
Monday Club by the new Conservative 
leadership (report, Oct. 19), not only 
because the club stood four-square behind 
Iain Duncan Smith in the leadership contest, 
but also because, in recent years, it has 
become much less politically vocal than in 
earlier times. 

Indeed, in 1999, when the Surrey branch 
was dissolved, officers, including myself, 
concluded that the Monday Club had become 
so ineffective that it was time to consider 
other alternatives, including Right Now, 
which is also proscribed. 

Although I have remained in the 
Conservative Party, I wonder how long it 
will be before I am deemed too right-wing to 
be a member. Many of us believe that far too 
much attention is paid to the opinions of 
certain minorities and people with so-called 
‘alternative lifestyles’. 

The action taken by the Tory leadership is 
not merely a pyrrhic victory; it will create an 
opportunity for disaffected Conservative 
nationalists to reorganise themselves polit- 
ically without fear of compromise. 

CHRISTOPHER DEAN 
Letter in Daily Telegraph (22.10.01) 


Ours is a society in which to question a 
woman’s right to choose a career over 
having a family is to beckon a lecture in 
political correctness. Yet securing our ‘rights’ 
so often comes with a cost that would 
mystify the women in other cultures who see 
motherhood as a God-given joy not to be 
tampered with. 

PETER DOBBIE 
The Mail on Sunday (18.11.01) 
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FIGHTING FOR AN 
ALL-WHITE BRITAIN 


IN OUR October*issue I wrote a leader 
article strongly criticising the decision of 
the British National Party leadership to 
change certain core policies of the party 
concerning race and repatriation, in part- 
icular its abandonment of the commit- 
ment to the eventual achievement of an 
all-white Britain. 

In reply, BNP chairman Nick Griffin sent 
us an article explaining these changes. This 
reply was printed, unexpurgated, last month. 
I believe that Mr. Griffin’s explanations were 
full of flaws, and I shall endeavour now to 
point these out. 

First, however, I think that we ought to 
know what this debate is about and what it is 
not about. We should, to put it another way, 
ensure that we get the goalposts in exactly 
the right position, so that readers are not 
confused — as Mr. Griffin’s article might well 
confuse them — as to the actual issues in 
contention. 

There may be some who believe that this 
is a debate in which there stand, on the one 
hand, the old-time, hard-core, visceral 
‘extreme racists’ — the ‘dinosaurs’, as some 
would like to dub them — who are determined 
to adhere to the absolute ‘pure’ ideology of 
racial nationalism utterly divorced from the 
practicalities of modern politics; and on the 
other, the pragmatists: the people with their 
feet on the ground, who are concerned to face 
political realities and work within those 
bounds, adapting policies to what can 
actually be achieved in the real world rather 
than be mmersed in impractical dreams. Mr. 
Griffin has, rather condescendingly, titled his 
article ‘The art of the possible’, suggesting 
that this is how he sees the argument. 

In fact, this is not what the argument is 
about at all. It is an argument between two 
groups of people, both of whom fully appre- 
ciate the need to adapt policies to what is 
possible, to work within the bounds of polit- 
ical reality, but disagree as to how this should 
be done. From that understanding let us 
proceed. 


Red herring 

Mr. Griffin launches his case with what 
seems to me a complete red herring. He 
speaks, in his first paragraph, of the BNP 
entering a period not just of great oppor- 
tunity but also of great danger. And what is 
the danger? According to him:- 

“Under such circumstances, a BNP which 

had not made strenuous efforts to break 

down the media’s demonisation [of itself] 

as ‘racist? would have been a sitting target 
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Whatever tactical 
refinements we 
may employ, says 
JOHN TYNDALL, 
there can be no 
compromise over 
our ultimate goal 


for a New Labour administration looking 

for a white scapegoat to blame for the 

[racial] troubles, and to sacrifice as a way of 

placating ‘moderate’ Muslims while some- 

thing is finally done about their more vocal 
fundamentalist co-religionists.” 

Because Mr. Griffin is none too specific 
about what he means by the word ‘sacrifice’, 
I must make a guess that he has in mind a 
public ban on the BNP, in effect outlawing it 
as a political party. Well, the government 
might just try this and it might not. But the 
idea that an alteration of the party’s stance 
concerning the ultimate objective of an all- 
white Britain would deter the government 
from such an action belongs to pure cloud- 
cuckooland. Mr. Griffin is at pains in his 
article to urge upon us to deal with realities; 
this is about as crazy a flight from reality as it 
is possible to get. 

Mr. Griffin goes on to say:- 

“After decades of media conditioning, the 


label ‘white racist’ is indelibly linked in the 

public mind with hate, violence, trouble 

and failure. However much we may want an 
all-white Britain, we’re not going to get it 
with that label hanging round our necks like 

a giant millstone.” 

Does Mr. Griffin seriously think that the 
abandonment of the objective of an all-white 
Britain will make one millimetre of differ- 
ence to the practice of mainstream polit- 
icians and mass media branding the BNP as 
‘racist’? I believe him to be too intelligent 
for that. I am therefore at a loss to know what 
he does think will be achieved by such a 
change. Perhaps he would claim that, hence- 
forth, the party can say in reply to the ‘racist’ 
charge that the charge is unfair and that the 
BNP is not ‘racist’ at all. Can one really see 
the politicians or the media echoing this 
claim to the multitude of the British popu- 
lation, or granting us the facilities to make it 
known nationwide ourselves? Come off it, 
Nick! 


‘Pretence’ 


After this escape from political reality, 
Nick next accuses those who disagree with 
him of not having grasped ‘political reality’. 
But he adds the qualification “... or pretend 
that they haven’t.” 

I, it seems, am the chief culprit in the art 
of pretence. Says Nick of the ‘reality’ of 
which he speaks:- 

“I say ‘pretend’ because John Tyndall 

clearly did understand this three years ago 

when he approved the huge change in 
official party policy from support for com- 
pulsory (i.e. in the final analysis, forced) 
repatriation to advocacy of a voluntary 
system. He clearly understood it when 
interviewed on BBC2’s The Lost Race 
when he insisted that, when it came to 
repatriation, a BNP government under him 
would ‘judge each case on its individual 
merits’ rather than just saying baldly: 

‘We’re going to send them all back.” 

I am grateful to Mr. Griffin for raising this 
matter because it is time the facts about it 
were straightened out once and for all. Let us 
remind everyone of those facts and then let 
us ask ourselves: who is it who is actually 
pretending? 

The origin of the change from compulsory 
to voluntary repatriation was an article 
written by Nick Griffin in this very magazine 
in November 1998 headed ‘No time for Peter 
Pan!’. The article constituted a very skilfully 
presented case for such a change. I agreed to 
its being published subject to an introductory 
note on my own part in which I made 


absolutely clear that I had not altered in the 
slightest my commitment to an all-white 
Britain but that I acknowledged, on the other 
hand, that there were more than one means to 
this objective. I referred to my own book The 
Eleventh Hour, in which I had said (page 
360) that a repatriation scheme “could well 
begin on a voluntary basis, with special 
incentives being offered to those who took 
advantage of a voluntary resettlement pro- 
gramme,” and that “Only after every avenue 
of carrying out this programme had been 
exhausted, and some ethnic minorities still 
remained in the country, would compulsory 
procedures have to be adopted.” Two para- 
graphs further on, I spoke of possible except- 
ions to the compulsory rule, saying:- 
“In the case of any elderly coloured folk 
settled in Britain, who would be past child- 
bearing age and who might find resettle- 
ment a hardship, we should be prepared to 
consider, on application, the waiving of this 
rule and the allowing of such people to see 
out the remainder of their days in this 
country.” 


Different interpretations 


From this it will be seen that a voluntary 
repatriation programme is not a simple cut- 
and-dried matter; there are numerous inter- 
pretations of what it might mean and to 
which categories of people it might apply. 
What I wrote in The Eleventh Hour as quoted 
above was not inconsistent with advocacy of 
a voluntary programme of a particular type, 
namely one that applied to old people past 
their reproductive years but not necessarily 
to others. This was precisely what I meant 
when I spoke on TV of judging each case on 
its individual merits. None of this is incon- 
sistent with the ultimate aim of an all-white 
Britain, for that is just the state of affairs that 
would be achieved once such a generation 
had passed on. 

Nick Griffin indicates that we should 
grasp political reality, but he knows as well 
as any of us that there are areas of politics 
where reality dictates that parties be some- 
what vague in their declaration of objectives 
when there is the necessity to reconcile to a 
policy a number of different schools of 
thought as to how it should be carried out and 
the timetable for carrying it out. Repatriation 
of ethnic minorities in Britain is just such a 
case. A policy of trying first to achieve 
repatriation and resettlement by voluntary 
means, with the option of other means being 
employed if this does not succeed, is one 
thing; one that abandons the eventual aim of 
an all-white Britain is quite something else. 
Then when it is stated that some presence of 
ethnic minorities here is actually better than 
our having an all-white country, that is some- 
thing else still! 

Nick Griffin realised precisely that in his 
article in the November 1998 Spearhead. In 
his proposed programme for repatriation he 
included what he called ‘Option 3’, which 


consisted of a provision, if all else failed, for 
compulsory repatriation subject to popular 
referendum. That is to say that, while a BNP 
government would be bound by the verdict 
of such a referendum if it were to return a 
negative vote, by such a time its campaign in 
favour would have gathered sufficient 
momentum for such a vote to be extremely 
unlikely. Nick Griffin envisaged just such a 
situation when he said in the article:- 

“By this time... the gentle process of 
voluntary resettlement would have estab- 
lished such a precedent for repatriation, and 
reduced the numbers here so enormously, 
that the prospect of violent resistance would 
have vanished. Resettlement would no 
longer appear as a threat, but as the normal 
thing, and as better for all concerned.” 

That, reduced to basics, amounted to a 
policy scarcely different to that I advocated 
in The Eleventh Hour, and so I had no 
problem reconciling the two. An all-white 
Britain remained the eventual aim; the means 
towards it would be flexible and subject to 
developments not always possible to anti- 
cipate in advance with absolute accuracy. 
Here was a formula for reconciling different 
shades of opinion both in our party and in the 
country — part of the ‘art of the possible’ of 
which Nick Griffin speaks. 


Nick’s conversion 


It was interesting, however, to observe 
that Mr. Griffin’s conversion from a hard- 
line policy of compulsory repatriation was 


. comparatively new. Only two and three- 


quarter years earlier, in February 1996, we 
had found him writing an article in Spear- 
head headed ‘Populism or power?’ in which 
he contemptuously dismissed those who 
wanted, in his words, “to downplay certain 
particularly controversial issues.” He went 
on in the same paragraph to say:- 

“This is precisely the spiral of sickly 

moderation which has led one failed 

nationalist splinter group after another to 
purge itself of ‘extremists’, co-opt Winston 

Churchill as a posthumous honorary 

member and finally drop the inconven- 

ient commitment to compulsory repat- 
riation...” (my emphasis). : 

Is this really the same Nick Griffin who is 
now urging on us that we must welcome as 
‘salt in the soup’ a permanent presence of 
ethnic minorities in the British population? 

Nick, in choosing the title for his 1996 
article, then clearly believed that ‘power’ lay 
in not compromising over essential policies. 
But before three years were out he had under- 
gone a dramatic change on the issue of 
repatriation. Why this change? I was never in 
any doubt as to why: Nick wanted an issue on 
which he could place clear water between 
himself and me in internal party contro- 
versies to come. However, I did not let such 
considerations affect my judgement of what 
was right for the BNP. I thought that the best 
course was to put the issue up for discussion 
at a conference of party officials that was due 


in February 1999. This was done. It was clear 
at this conference that a majority (though not 
a big one) favoured the adoption of the 
voluntary line. Although I was not obliged to 
do so, I chose to go along with that majority, 
mindful of the point made earlier in this 
article: that a voluntary policy meant differ- 
ent things to different people, and that to 
some people it did not exclude the compul- 
sory option if a voluntary scheme failed — an 
option clearly implied by Nick Griffin in his 
kite-flying article on the subject a short time 
previously. 


Different conditions 


Mr. Griffin goes on to assert, quite 
correctly, that in certain countries overseas 
nationalists have enjoyed much superior 
political fortunes up to date than we have in 
Britain. From this he deduces that the reason 
is the ‘softer’ approaches their partie’ have 
employed over race and repatriation. This I 
believe to be a classic non-sequitur. The 
truth is that in Italy, Belgium and Austria — 
three prominent examples — the entire polit- 
ical backgrounds, cultures, environments 
and systems are different from ours, the main 
difference lying in the existence of propor- 
tional representation, which makes it far 
easier for small parties in elections to get a 
toehold on power and then to build gradually 
upwards from there. In France the same 
system existed at the time that Jean-Marie Le 
Pen’s Front National graduated from the 
fringe to the mainstream, though it was later 
changed “after the horse had bolted,” so to 
speak. My French informants tell me that, 
although Le Pen has adopted a ‘softly-softly’ 
approach on race, even accepting non- 
Whites as members of the FN, this has had 
almost nothing do with the party’s electoral 
success, and has in fact done a great deal to 
foment internal division. In the tragic split 
that occurred in the party in 1998, Le Pen’s 
rival, Bruno Mégret, gained considerable 
support because he promised a stronger line 
on race than his former chief. Since then, the 
Le Pen faction has been more successful 
electorally than Mégret’s, but this can be put 
down to its retention of the original well- 
established party name and the vastly greater 
personal charisma and popular renown of its 
leader by comparison with Mégret. 

In his article, Nick Griffin has as good as 
accused me of ‘pretence’, but I recall 
discussing these very matters with him 
privately back in the 1990s on more than one 
occasion and not meeting with any signif- 
icant disagreement. He concurred then that 
the PR system operating on the Continent 
made comparisons with Britain almost 
impossible when it came to assessing 
achievement and progress. Now he chooses 
to forget these conversations and assert the 
very contrary view. 

Mr. Griffin points out that in the 2001 
general election I contested a seat very 

Contd. overleaf 
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FIGHTING FOR AN 


ALL-WHITE BRITAIN 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


different from those of Oldham, Burnley, et - 


al, and that I cannot therefore have any 
picture of public feeling in the latter areas 
with regard to repatriation and the aim of an 
all-white Britain. Well, I acknowledge that 
Mitcham & Morden, where I stood, was 
different, but I strongly question whether this 
affects the argument. If anything, the average 
white voter in that area would be more 
‘liberal’ on race than in the northern seats 
where the BNP did well. I spoke to a fair 
number on the doorstep, and my experience 
was that the question of repatriation never 
came up. I and my fellow canvassers said to 
the voters-that the BNP wanted to stop immi- 
gration — there was little time to say anything 
more on that topic if we were to mention 
others. Responses were either positive, 
negative (in only very few cases) or indiff- 
erent or non-committal (as in many). Where 
they were positive they were very strongly 
so, but no-one ever got as far as asking about 
repatriation, let alone whether it should be 
compulsory or voluntary. 

I canvassed a great many more people in 
the parliamentary by-election in Dagenham in 
1994. This was an area more similar to 
Oldham and Burnley in that feelings over 
immigrants were appreciably stronger, many 
householders being former East Enders who 
had moved to the suburbs to get away from 
the multi-racial nightmare. Then repatriation 
very seldom came up, and when it did the 
compulsory or voluntary choices were not an 
issue. When I did say that ethnic minorities 
being resettled would be provided with 
generous financial help, very often the 
response was: “Too bleedin’ generous if you 
ask me, mate!” 

The BNP had shortly before been 
victorious in a local government by-election 
in East London’s Millwall. Then the party 
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was committed to a programme of compul- 
sory repatriation. It did not shout that fact 
from the rooftops, anymore than I am 
advocating that it should do so today or in the 
future, but the policy was part of its 
commitment for those who cared to study 
things beyond the brief few words that are 
normally spoken on doorsteps. It did not 
hinder us. The local media, of course, 
spewed forth the usual lies and hate about 
what vicious and appalling ‘racists’ we were 
and the terrible things we wanted to do to the 
ethnic minorities. We still won. 


Dishonest . 

Nick Griffin speaks in his article about the 
“hard-line, kick-em-all-out-tomorrow 
brigade,” but he knows very well that that is 
a totally dishonest representation of what I 
think and advocate and what is favoured by 
those in the party who support me on this 
matter — apart, possibly, from a tiny minority 
on its fringe. In The Eleventh Hour and in 
countless speeches and articles over the years 
I have proposed a very reasonable, moderate 
and humane process of repatriation, spread 
over several years, backed by substantial 
monetary aid and administered in a way that 
cuts to the absolute minimum the hardship 
imposed on those affected. Likewise, my 
supporters and I have insisted that the BNP 
say or do nothing in the way of ill-treatment, 
verbal insults and hateful comments against 
ethnic minorities while they are here pending 
repatriation. We are constrained to follow 
such a policy by the laws of the land — quite 
apart from the obvious rightness and political 
common sense of doing so. 

With regard to a particular matter 
touching on these issues, the presence in this 
country of Islam, I would in fact favour a 
somewhat more moderate approach than that 
which Mr. Griffin is currently employing. I 
would not advocate attacking Islam per se 
but only those Muslims who either supported 


terrorism or tried to impose their ways on 
indigenous Britain. While those members of 
ethnic minorities who belong to the Islamic 
faith should eventually be required to leave 
this country, along with those of other faiths, 
they should meantime be left alone to follow 
their own forms of worship as long as they 
do not interfere with us. I find that a policy of 
declaring war on Islam as a whole fits oddly 
with one which purports to rid the BNP of 
the media tag of being ‘haters’. 

Nick Griffin says that the BNP should not 
proclaim itself to be ‘racist’. In fact, for years 
this has been its policy — a policy of not 
employing the language of our enemies. My 
own difference with him is that I do not, on 
the other hand, favour a practice of 
constantly shouting that we are not racist. 
That impresses nobody. It does not make a 
halfpennyworth of difference to the media’s 
use of the word against us. And it falls into 
the very media trap that we should be 
seeking to avoid: the use of their language 
rather than our own. Yet one might imagine 
from what Nick says that I am advocating 
BNP canvassers calling on doors and saying: 
“Good evening Sir/Madam. I am your racist 
candidate. I want your support in carrying 
out forced repatriation!” I am doing no such 
thing. I was canvassing for the BNP long 
before Nick joined it, and I know what has to 
be said and what has to be done. 


Behind Oldham success 

Nick says that the campaign in Oldham in 
which he and his fellow candidate were 
successful was “very moderate in its 
demands.” I would not doubt that and I 
would not have advocated otherwise. In fact, 
this has been the way that most BNP election 
campaigns have been conducted since about 


Riot time in Oldham. It was this event, 


more than anything else, that woke up the 
voters and helped the BNP do well. 


1990, when the party first started making a 
major input into electoral activity. He speaks 
of having demanded “Equal Rights for 
Whites.” In fact, an almost identical slogan 
formed the centrepiece of our campaigns in 
East London from the early 1990s onwards 
which led to victory at Millwall. No-one I 
know in the BNP who is in any way serious 
about real politics and wants the party to 
become successful suggests that election 
campaigns — or indeed campaigns of any 
type — should be conducted on any other 
lines. This, of course, will not make the 
slightest difference to the way the media 
react to us, and Nick Griffin knows it. 

Nick insists that the successes in Lanca- 
shire in June’s general election were due to 
the ‘non-racist’ nature of the campaigns 
there and the party’s avoidance of a comm- 
itment to an all-white-Britain policy. He 
would perhaps not be so bold as to suggest 
that the Oldham riots had nothing to do with 
the creation of the climate there which so 
much assisted the party’s vote; that much is 
plainly obvious, But Nick would no doubt 
disagree that these riots were the decisive 
factor that made all the difference. 


General election analysis 

Well, in the July 2001 issue of Spearhead 
I did a careful survey of the party’s election 
results which established beyond any 
possible dispute that, the particular North 


Western situation apart, the only factor that .. 


made any difference to BNP results by 
comparison with those in the general 
election of 1997 was the non-intervention 
this year of Sir James Goldsmith’s Refer- 
endum Party, which four years previously 
made big inroads into the BNP vote just as it 
did into those of all other racial nationalist 
and anti-EU parties. The Oldham rioting, 
taken in conjunction with the less spectac- 
ular but nevertheless ongoing build-up of 


racial tension there and elsewhere in the 
North over months beforehand, undoubtedly 
was the catalyst that brought the dramatic 
BNP results. Activists worked hard and 
capably to achieve these results, certainly. 
But so did they in pursuit of more modest 
results elsewhere, where rioting did not 
intrude. 

And if Nick Griffin would stiil dispute the 
decisive role of the riots, I would ask him: 
why, in the November 2000 by-election in 
West Bromwich West, where he was the 
candidate and presumably employing similar 
tactics to those employed in Oldham seven 
months later, did he not achieve a result at 
least some way towards being as good as that 
at Oldham? In fact, the West Bromwich 
result was poor in relation to the oppor- 
tunities the seat offered — the area has always 
been good nationalist territory. The differ- 
ence was that there was nota riot there 
eleven days previously, nor anything like the 
other manifestations of racial unrest occurr- 
ing for months before. 


Teaching grandmother 


Towards the end of his article Nick urges 
the importance ‘of having “a good team of 
campaign workers canvassing our most 
promising ward and ‘selling’ racial nation- 
alism to ordinary people in terms they find 
reasonable and presenting aims they find 
acceptable,” and says: “That is the way we 
are going to win.” 

Really, Nick, don’t you think this a little 
insulting to the intelligence of countless 
hundreds of BNP activists who were doing 
precisely that some time before you entered 
the party and have been doing it ever since, 
both before and after you assumed the 
leadership? Your prescription, presented as 
if it were some blinding revelation from the 
heavens, is the most obvious and elementary 
canon in the political handbook. Neither I 
nor the vast majority of our members need 


reminding of it, and in terms of the dispute 
over the ultimate objective of an all-white 
Britain it simply is not relevant. 


What should be our aim 


I am glad at least that Mr. Griffin ends his 
article with a frank assertion of where he 
stands. He says: “I will continue to talk of 
‘salt in the soup’, complete with the impli- 
cation that a bit of immigration is better than 
none at all...”’ 

I beg to differ. I believe that zero immig- 
ration (other than from members of racially 
kindred groups) and zero ethnic minorities is 
the desired policy at which the BNP should 
aim, and I believe furthermore that this is a 
policy which can be made thoroughly acc- 
eptable to the British public — or at least that 
portion of it which might conceivably vote 
for our party in the future. Of course, we 
should present this policy in moderate tones, 
as we have done for a long time. Of course, 
we should avoid saying anything that could 
be construed as ‘hateful’ to ethnic minor- 
ities, as we have done for a long time and as 
we are obliged anyway to do by law. 

But none of this requires that we should 
abandon the policy in its essence. If that is 
done, then in exchange for the very dubious 
prospect of winning over a few racial 
liberals (who will probably bolt in terror 
from the first media smear), we will forfeit 
the support of many who have provided the 
activist backbone through which our party 
has struggled upwards from its former 
obscurity to the point at which it was able to 
win a council seat in 1993 and put up the full 
complement of candidates throughout 
England and Scotland in the last Euro 
Election in 1999. These people, Nick, are not 
your ‘kick-em-all-out-tomorrow’ brigade, nor 
the inhabitants of your ‘extremist ghetto’. 
They are serious, intelligent, responsible 
nationalists who are as aware as you are of 
the need to do what is necessary for victory. 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


AT A TIME when Tony Blair is calling on the 
world to oppose terrorism, Labour-controlled 
local authorities in the North East of England 
are busy funding left-wing organisations that 
use violence in promotion of their aims. The 
Tyne & Wear Anti-Fascist Association is one 
of the many far-left groups around Britain 
that make a speciality out of organised 
thuggery against patriots, in particular the 
British National Party. Yet in fact the 
TWAFA is given a yearly grant reported as 
being “up to £7,000” by Sunderland City 
Council. 

The report appeared in the Sunderland 
Echo on October 29th, and stated that the 
group “is closely linked to the extreme Anti- 
Fascist Action movement, which has convicted 
terrorists in its ranks.” - 

The report went on to sey that, Sunderland 
apart, the TWAFA is also getting grants from 
South Tyneside, North Tyneside, Newcastle 


and Gateshead councils, making up a an 
annual total coming from local taxpayers of 
£25,000. 
* * * 
TV LICENCE-dodgers are to be offered six 
months’ free viewing if they agree to pay up. 
Their licences will run for 18 months instead of a 
year. 
Those who pay on time will get no concessions. 
* * * 


A JUDGE last month placed a ban on a news- 
paper naming an NHS specialist as having AIDS. 
Apparently, the specialist has already treated 
hundred of patients. This was stated as being 
necessary to comply with European legislation 
on ‘human rights’. 

* ke * 
A BIG ROW has broken ou? za %,2 council 
chamber of Orpington, Kés‘, wh ~e the 
Tories, now in majority control, kve 


scrapped a scheme to introduce ‘race 
awareness’ training for dinner ladies and 
other council workers. 

A series of ‘training workshops’ had been 
planned by the previous Liberal Democrat/ 
Labour adminstration. Cost to taxpayers: 
£27,000. 

Former council leader, Liberal Democrat 
Chris Maines, described the Tory decision to 
cancel as “racist and xenophobic.” 

* * * 


A SHOPPING CENTRE in Cornwall has been 
banned from advertising for a Father Christmas. 
Bosses have been told it would be in breach of 
sex discrimination laws. 

* * * 


“WE ARE seeking an experienced person with at 
least two years of working with refugees and 
asylum-seekers to work with the local refugee 
communities assisting them to access health and 
social care services in Harrow. For further infor- 
mation please contact Mohamoud Ibrahim.” 
(Newspaper advertisement placed by Harrow 
Council for Racial Equality). 
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British power 
= sea power 


PAUL FLAVELLE calls for a massive revival 
of the nation’s maritime strength 


JUST a few years ago the Royal Navy 
operated the most powerful sea-going fleet 
on earth. The Navy enabled Great Britain to 
defend herself and her global interests, and 
do so if necessary independently of other 
nations. The Navy was a symbol of British 
power and prestige the world over: the 
health and vitality of the navy seemed 
synonymous with that of Britain in general. 
It is no coincidence that both are presently 
at their lowest ebb. 

The Fleet not only protected our strat- 
egic and commercial interests, it was a 
major factor in the maintenance here in the 
UK of a mighty industrial infra-structure. 
Shipyards, graving docks, steelworks, iron 
foundries, engineering, aerospace, 
electronics and computers — all bonded 
together by hundreds of thousands of real 
jobs and all the apprenticeships and 
opportunities that went with them. 

As the old gang of Labour/Conservative 
have reduced the Royal Navy to the danger- 
ously weak levels of today, we have been 
similarly reduced by an equally disastrous 
decline of our industrial infra-structure. 

This national betrayal is most poignantly 
visible when visiting those areas of the 
country that not long ago were synon- 
ymous with our industrial might: Clydeside, 
Tyneside, Merseyside, Humberside, 
Belfast, Consett, Corby, Port Talbot, Scun- 
thorpe, Ravenscraig, Manchester, Lincoln 
and many towns of the Midlands. Areas 
once the engine rooms of British industrial 
power are now reduced by Labour/ Conser- 
vative to regions of depression, decay, 
poverty and despair. Visit the once great 
naval Bases of Plymouth and Portsmouth 
as the ongoing cutbacks begin to bite and 
the dole queues lengthen. Visit Chatham, 
the famous naval base closed down by the 
Tories. Visit Rosyth as it heads for a similar 
fate. The betrayal goes on. 

Labour/Conservative care nothing for 
the security of this nation; they would like 
to see it disappear into a Euro super-state 
and ultimately succumb to the nightmare of 
a one-world dictatorship. They care nothing 
for our industry or for providing British 
people with the dignity of earning a living. 
Today Britain is a pale shadow of her 
former self, reduced to a sick and feeble 
nation lurching from one crisis to the next 
in a dangerous and unstable world. 

If we are to survive as a nation-state in 
our own right, the BNP must eventually 
defeat Labour/Conservative and consign 
them to the sewers of history where they 
most assuredly belong. At that point, 
however, our real task would begin. The 
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re-birth of the Royal Navy as our forbears 
understood the term could play a major role 
in the re-birth of Albion. How then could 
we set about the task? 

First and foremost, the Navy must be 
re-equipped with aircraft carriers of such 
size as to provide adequate air cover for 
naval operations and also an effective 


effectively than land-based aircraft. The 
carrier itself can remain firmly in inter- 
national waters, move in on a trouble spot, 
and just as easily move out. With such 
ships the navy could simply move its air 
power to wherever it can be most effect- 
ively deployed, and without all the 
problems associated with aircraft based in 
other people’s countries. The range of 
options that big carriers can give to a 
government facing a ‘situation’ far out- 
weighs those of land-based aircraft. 


Carriers needed in Falklands 


The lack of big carriers during the 
Falklands War, for example, forced the 
British to use the Vulcan bomber to launch 
raids against Port Stanley airfield and, by 
implication, threaten the Argentine main- 
land. Each Vulcan had to fly an 8,000-mile 
round trip from Ascension Island, supp- 
orted by thirteen Victor tankers and using 
an estinated 220,000 gallons of fuel to 


The Blackburn Buccaneer S2 (pictured above) was operated from the Royal Navy’s last big 
aircraft carrier, HMS Ark Royal. Both would have made all the difference during the 
Falklands War. 


strike-attack capability. A ship of around 
50,000 tons would allow each carrier a 
balanced air group (fighter/strike/AWACS/ 
anti-submarine) of around 50 embarked 
aircraft. The continuing importance of the 
aircraft carrier is such that its raison d’étre 
needs restating here. 

The primary role of the aircraft carrier is 
to provide the navy with that level of air 
power needed to carry out an assigned 
task. This is achieved in its highest form by 
balanced air groups working tightly together 
to provide three-dimensional radar cover 
(AWACS) over the task force, backed up 
by fighters: strike aircraft able to pulverise 
land targets hundreds of miles from the 
mother ship, whilst the ship’s helicopters 
maintain a screen of anti-submarine patrols. 

The big carrier is, in effect, a mobile 
mini-air force able to provide both offensive 
and defensive air power in support of British 
interests around the world. The big carrier 
can perform this task more quickly and 


drop just 21 x 1,000Ib bombs. Had the the 
1970s Ark Royal (45,000 tons) then been 
available, her Buccaneers could have put 
Port Stanley airfield completely out of 
action, and would have had the range and 
payload to hit targets on the mainland — 
and at a fraction of the cost of a single 
Vulcan raid. This is a perfect example of 
the utility of these incredible ships. The 
Americans wouldn’t be without them. The 
French have recently built a new one. The 
Russians and Chinese are building them. 
The day of the big carrier is far from over. 
We must get our big carriers back. 

Around these carriers we must then 
piece back together a powerful ocean- 
going fleet able to project British power to 
any corner of the globe. We need the ever 
vital frigates and destroyers; we need an 
expansion and modernisation of our 
amphibious capability (with parallel expan- 
sion of the élite Royal Marines); we need 
hunter-killer submarines, minesweepers, 
fleet repair ships, patrol ships, fleet supply 


ships, and guided-missile cruisers. Standards 
of training must be of the highest order, 
and of course the corrosive influence of 
‘political correctness’ must be purged from 
our armed forces. 

As newer ships enter service, older ships 
should not be scrapped or sold off to foreign 
navies at bargain-basement prices but 
mothballed and held in strategic reserve. To 
ensure a pool of adequately trained 
personnel the Royal Naval Reserve should 
be maintained at such a level that all 
reserve ships could be fully manned in an 
emergency. 

Of course, an effective navy requires 
effective bases. Britain could put together 
a network of bases and support facilities 
around the world. We would begin with an 
expansion of our home bases, undertaken 
with major investment in Portsmouth, 
Plymouth, Rosyth and Faslane. Portland 
and Chatham could be re-opened to spread 
the load, together with the whole range of 
dry-dock, support and engineering facilities 
on a scale that would ensure adequate 
maintenance. With the expansion of the 
Fleet Air Arm, more naval air stations 
would be required in addition to Yeovilton 
and Culross. Not least, the above would 
create tens of thousands of rea/ jobs. 

Overseas, we should employ a new 
strategic outlook, not a policy of tagging 
along behind the Americans, or wagging 
our fingers and tut-tutting as we try to 
impose some odious ‘ethical foreign policy’ 
on a hapless country where we have no 
business. Far better that we engage a 
policy that is designed to be in step with 
the commercial, economic and political 
needs of Britain the 21st century, and that 
we possess the military means, where 
necessary, to back it up. We need a policy 
designed to build bridges with countries 
with whom we can develop useful relations, 
instead of bombing bridges in countries 
where we have no right to be. We cannot 
at this stage say which countries may be 
friendly or otherwise at such a time in the 
future; but even so, we could still put 
together a useful network of facilities on 
those territories that remain of the once- 
mighty British Empire. If we divide the 
world into several different spheres, the 
end result might look like this:- 


MEDITERRANEAN/MIDDLE 
EAST/PERSIAN GULF 


In these very important regions are four 
bases and facilities from which the navy 
could operate and/or draw support. The 
first is of course Gibraltar, which remains 
the gateway to the Mediterranean. In the 
late 18th century, General Elliott, the then 
Governor and Commander-in-Chief of this 
colony, defied all attempts by Franco- 
Spanish forces to take the territory from 
the British. Nearly 900 of our people died 
to retain the possession, and the Rock has 
remained British ever since. It must stay 
that way. Gibraltar has extensive facilities: 
a large naval dockyard, extensive berthing 
and anchorage and shore-based engineer- 
ing. All of these facilities could be extended 
as necessary. The Rock must of course be 
adequately garrisoned and have effective 


anti-ship and anti-aircraft defences. 

Eastwards through the Med’, we come 
to Cyprus, where considerable shore-based 
facilities already exist at the sovereign base 
of RAF Akrotiri. These could be extended 
as necessary if greater capacity were 
needed. In the longer term, we could seek 
closer relations with countries like Egypt 
(with proximity to the Suez Canal) for 
possible use of docking and base facilities. 

Through the Suez Canal and beyond to 
the Arabian Sea, by maintaining our 
relationship with Oman we could build up 
useful naval facilities at the mouth of the 
strategically vital Persian Gulf. Thus we 
could maintain a permanent and powerful 
naval presence to guard against any threat 
to our oil supplies. 

Further off is the British-owned possess- 
ion of Diego Garcia. This Indian Ocean 
territory is within striking distange of the 
Middle East. Indeed, it was used exten- 
sively by the Americans during the Gulf 
War and has again been used for the recent 
attacks against Afghanistan. Britain must 
take control of the base to use for her own 
interests. 


FAR EAST 

It is doubtful that Asian hegemony in the 
Far East would be in the long-term interests 
of Britain, particularly when we consider 
that there are millions of our kinsfolk in 
Australia and New Zealand. They, like 
many countries at the present time, have 
been duped by the liberal/internationalist 
‘panacea’, while they countries, like us, are 
subjected to continued waves of non-Euro- 
pean immigration designed to dispossess 
them. But that’s not to say it will always be 
that way. On the occasion of Australia and 
New Zealand awakening from the present 
nightmare, that will be the time to do 
everything in our power to re-establish the 
closest possible links with our old friends 
and build on that relationship in perpetuity. 
Before that happy day, however, we could 
arrange limited shore facilities in Brunei 
(where British army jungle training is 
carried out at the present time) or even on 
Pacific islands such as Pitcairn, Henderson 
or Canton and Enderbury. From small 
beginnings did British imperial might once 
grow. 


ATLANTIC 


Looking at the South Atlantic, most 
people are aware of the Falklands War of 
1982. What if Anglo-Argentine relations 
nose-dived once again, leadjng to Argen- 
tina making a second attempt to take the 
‘Malvinas’? It would bé reasonable to 
assume that she would have learnt from 
the bruising lessons of 1982 and have a 
more realistic war plan for both taking and 
holding the islands, including the use of 
larger and more powerful forces. Yet the 
Royal Navy today is smaller and weaker in 
all respects than it was in 1982 - a 
shocking state of affairs. 

A nationalist government would have to 
ensure that the Falklands were adequately 
protected. There should be a high density 
of air-defence weapons there, together 
with a suitably equipped garrison. Harriers 


should have numerous pre-prepared 
dispersed operating strips around the 
islands, thereby guaranteeing a powerful 
air element even if the main air base at 
Mount Pleasant were knocked out, so that 
they would able to hold the ring until the 
big carriers got within range. 

Of course, all these measures would be 
defensive in nature. If good relations can be 
maintained with Argentina, on the clear 
understanding that the Falklands are British 
and are golng to stay that way, then so 
much the better. 

The Britlsh sovereign territory of Ascen- 
sion Island should be developed into a major 
base for both naval and air operations. The 
airfield on Ascension (Wideawake) played a 
vital role in the 1982 conflict but, like Diego 
Garcia, it has a heavy American presence. 
Once again, we must take control of what 
is ours and use it in our own interests. 
Other British possessions in the South 
Atlantic could be considered for similar 
use, including St Helena, Gough, Tristam, 
South Georgia and the South Sandwich, 
Islands . 

This would be a sensible move. We 
should recognise now that the South 
Atlantic is effectively the gateway to the 
Antarctic, which, with its enormous oil and 
mineral potential, could be of critical impor- 
tance in the decades ahead. By fully util- 
ising our South Atlantic possessions and 
rebuilding the might of the Royal Navy we 
would place ourselves in a unique position 
to exploit these possibilities. 

In the North Atlantic, the Navy’s main 
role would be the protection of our comm- 
ercial shipping routes, and such forces 
would be based in the UK. Much greater 
use should be made of the Navy in the 
protection and enlargement of our fishing 
industry. 

This then could result in the rebirth of 
the Royal Navy as a powerful instrument in 
the rebuilding of British power. By implic- 
ation, the great industrial effort required for 
such an undertaking would have a knock- 
on effect which would help to kick-start 
British manufacturing industry back to life, 
thus creating the situation whereby we are 
making things once again. This is the true 
foundation of national strength and pros- 
perity. Our confidence and pride as a great 
nation and people would return, and the 
world would once again be our oyster. 
Compare such wonderful and exciting 
possibilities against the dull, leaden night- 
mare of decline and surrender under 
Labour/Conservative. 

The traitors of these parties take a 
perverse delight in telling us that our glory 
days are over, that we are now just another 
middle-sized country. But they lie, as they 
have always lied. The future history of our 
great nation can follow either one of two 
paths. It can descend into the cesspit of a 
Federal Europe, and ultimately a one-world 
dictatorship, as Labour/Conservative would 
like. Or it can brush aside the wriggling 
maggots of Labour/Conservative and feel 
once again the clean, free winds of indep- 
endence, confidence, and self reliance. It 
can know once again the status of a great 
power. 
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“WATCH OUT — Media Liars About!” So. 
proclaimed September’s copy of Jdentity 
magazine, and as the recipient of a recent 
smear job in the North East of England I 
found this certainly struck a chord. 

The smear, perpetrated by the Newcastle- 
based Evening Chronicle, involved two news- 
paper articles which “attempted to link me with 
people I had either never met or had only met a 
long time ago. No reporter claimed respons- 
ibility for the articles. The paper declared only 
that it was the work of a “Chronicle Invest- 
igation Team.” However, the hand-prints of the 
Searchlight-inspired group, the Tyne & Wear 
Anti-Fascist Association, were clearly on the 
two articles , 

To get a taste of the smear, the first article, 
published on Thursday, August the 30th, 
commenced with the ludicrous and sensational 
headline ‘Disciples of Hitler leading race hate 
attacks’. No evidence was produced of the 
allegations printed, and the carefully worded 
article avoided directly implicating anyone. It 
then went on to accuse me of organising a ‘cell’ 
(note the terrorist terminology) with a person I had 
never even met. Mike Hartman, chairman of 
TWAFA, declared: “The BNP now wishes to 
present itself as the respectable face of extreme 
nationalism, yet there is a great deal going on 
behind the scenes.” Exactly what, Mr. Hartman 
was loath to say, despite claiming further to have 
“monitored these people for a number of years.” 


PLUMBING THE DEPTHS 


The following day the Evening Chronicle plumbed the depths with an 
attempt to “name and shame” the “few who bred race hatred.” Among 
the sixteen photographs was mine, directly under a menacing shot of a 
member of the state-inspired gang Combat 18 — guilt by association, 
most certainly. This was an unabashed smear — with me the target. 

The Evening Chronicle has proved itself more than just a hostile 
newspaper; it has shown that it is a vicious and uncompromising enemy 
of the BNP. Why? We can only speculate, but this paper is part of a chain 
of newspapers that has proved itself no friend of the nationalist 
movement over many years. The left-wing political leanings of some 
member9of the Evening Chronicle may also have something to do with 
it! At the time of writing. I have complained about the newspaper no less 
than five times in the space of three months to the Press Complaints 
Commission. The Editor of the Chronicle, Alison Hastings, sits on the 
PCC, but it was stressed she would have no input into the complaints. It 
is certain she sets the anti-nationalist tone of the newspaper and judging 
from the editorials that have accompanied the smears she has a 
venomous hatred of the BNP. 

The purpose of the smears has been to blacken my name, associate me 
with some dubious characters and organisations, such as Combat 18, and 
to make my life as difficult as possible thereafter. The writers also hope, 
no doubt, that genuine BNP supporters will be frightened from actively 
helping the party and members of the public poisoned against it. 


SUSPENSION FROM WORK 

For a time, I was suspended from my job as a direct result of the 
newspaper’s smears. I had to fight for my reinstatement and for my 
right as an employee to continue with my legitimate political activities. 
Anything else would have been capitulation to the purveyors of 
disinformation and deceit. 

The Evening Chronicle took great pleasure in mentioning my two 
so-called ‘convictions’, namely conditional discharges for assault aad 
threatening behaviour, which occurred fifteen and eight years ago 
respectively, following a violent attack and threats against me by the 
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HOW TO SURVIVE A MEDIA SMEAR 


BNP North Eastern Organiser KEVIN SCOTT was 
fired from his job as a result of local media 
pressure. As he relates, he fought back and won. 


a et ee . cs el 
* —— rage 


Kevin Scott is seen here in front of his place of employment, where he temporarily lost his 
job following vicious smears against him and the BNP in his local paper. 


TWAFA and the ‘Anti-Nazi League’. 

Both TWAFA and ANL have very uncompromising attitudes to 
nationalists, and even boast of their physical opposition to groups such 
as the BNP. In an introduction guide to TWAFA it says: “Fascists must 
be constantly opposed by both ideological and physical means.” 

I have been violently attacked by far-left opposition groups on 
numerous occasions, the last time by TWAFA in 1997. All of this is no 
secret and is not exclusive to myself. Many other nationalists have been 
on the wrong end of an ‘anti-fascist’ beating. 

However, the violent declarations of TWAFA and ANL are some- 
thing newspapers such as the Evening Chronicle never mention. Of 
course, this generosity never extends to nationalists; great efforts are 
made to implicate genuine nationalists with fantasists. criminals and 
pseudo-terrorists, many of them either with very dubious affiliations or 
no political connections at all. 


CONCERTED ATTACK 


It is clear that the forces of reaction and the status quo, namely the 
media (and indirectly the state), are engaged in a concerted attack on the 
BNP. Supplying the ammunition are the Marxist lie machines of Search- 
light and the Socialist Workers’ Party,.along with their respective 
proxies, TWAFA and ANL. We should throw their words back at them. 

Tony Blair and his cronies sit down with the real terrorists and 
bombers of Sinn Fein/IRA regularly. They have no answer to that. My 
MP, Stephen Hepburn, the Labour Member of Parliament for Jarrow, 
has a conviction for assault against a Labour councillor on Tyneside. The 
mainstream parties are full of criminals and perverts. They have no 
answer to that. Don’t give them any ammunition. Stay clear of cranks, 
fantasists and pseudo-terrorists. Truth is on our side. They have no 
answer to it. 

Paul Golding,. Editor of Identity, was correct when he declared the 
mass media the “enemy within the gates.” It is time to fight back against 
the media liars! 

As stated, I was eventually reinstated at my place of work, and believe 
the case in which they tried to get me the sack but failed provides a good 
a precedent for all BNP activists. 


REPORT FROM SWITZERLAND 


Wimpish law-and-order attitudes not confined to Britain 


SEVERAL TIMES Spearhead has alluded 
to negative tendencies (for example, 
feminisation) within the British army. 
You may be interested to know what is 
going on in this respect in Switzerland. 

This summer, in various places military 
personnel have been attacked by gangs 
of foreign youngsters. The worst incident 
of this kind happened in the evening of 
August 6th 2001 in the garrision town of 
Aarau, where a group of 14 recruits and 
corporals were beaten by nine Turks, 
Bosnians and Iraqis armed with baseball 
bats, iron bars and nailed belts. The fight 
lasted about half an hour, and when the 
police arrived, the assailants precipitately 
left the battlefield. Nevertheless, the local 
police succeeded in finding out where 
they were and arresting them. 

The reaction of the military and political 
authorities seemed to be calculated to 
demoralise not only the members of our 
army but the Swiss civil population as 
well. For example:- 


®@ The chief of the land forces, army 
corps commander Jacques Dousse, 
recommended that the recruits should be 
allowed to go out in the evening in groups 
only. 

@ A major advised the infantry recruit 
schools, in the event of such troubles, to 
take a defensive attitude and withdraw. 
® Our minister of defense, Samuel 
Schmid, verbally condemned these 
attacks and said that it was up to the 
civilian police to assure the security of 
the soldiers on leave. 

@ The spokesman of the Socialist Party 
(Labour in the UK) requested more funds 
for integration programmes in favour of 
the foreigners. 

® The Radical Party (an important bour- 
geois faction similar to the BritishTories) 
requested an increase in the prevention 
of violence, particularly in the public — 
(state) schools. 

® The police of the canton Solothurn are 
warning with posters: “Our laws do not 
tolerate violence” — translated into 
Albanian, Turkish, Tamil and Serbo- 
Croat. A very ‘dire’ warning indeed ! 


All these measures and proposals are 
nothing but a declaration of surrender. 
There is nowhere the question of expell- 
ing these foreign delinquents from Swit- 
zerland. According to our minister of 
defence, the real danger emanates from 
“extreme nationalism and racism.” Thus, 
he wants to clear the army of right-wing 
skinheads! 

The nine arrested assailants have been 
released after four days, since, according 
to the examining magistrate, Switzerland 


is precisely a liberal country. The climax . 


of this story is that these alien rowdies, 
once set at liberty, were granted an inter- 
view with the German-speaking weekly 
magazine Facts, in which iey were able 


to boast about their fighting ‘prowess’. 
One of these thugs even said that, had 
he known that one of the corporals who 
tried to protect the recruits was of 
Albanian origin, he would have hit him 
even harder! Moreover, one of the thugs 
declared that he had been ‘provoked’ by 
soldiers smoking a ‘joint’ (a hashish 
cigarette), which would be strictly pro- 
hibited in Turkey. 

Whether there really was such a ° 
provocation or not, it cannot be denied 
that falsely called ‘soft drugs’ (hashish, 
marijuana) are becoming a problem in 
recruit schools. However, this is not 
astonishing since it is just our govern- 
ment that intends to modify the present 
law on narcotics and thus to legalize the 
consumption of cannabis praducts. 

Be that as it may, one thing is more 
than certain: if a gang of Swiss hooligans 
had physically attacked Turkish soldiers 
in Istanbul or members of the Israeli 
Tsahal in Tel-Aviv, they wouldn’t have 
had the opportunity to give interviews 
for a pretty long time, being the inmates 
of prisons whose standards wouldn’t be 
up to those of a three-star or four-star 
hotel, as it is the case in Switzerland. 

You can see from this story that some- 
thing is deeply rotten in our state. Multi- 
culturalism and liberalism are the patho- 


This article first appeared in Action News, 
obtainable from BCM F.O.M, London WC1N 3XX 


IT IS is becoming increasingly evident that the 
American and British governments have either 
lost their way in the ‘war on terrorism’, or that 
they have secret agendas which they cannot share 
with their people. If the aim is to ‘get’ Bin Laden 
and the AI Qaeda network in Afghanistan, then 
surely the first thing to do is to find out exactly 
where they are. That done, special forces can be 
flown in to do the business, after a short and sharp 
air attack on any defence forces capable of 
frustrating the task. Eventually, presumably, the 
task, if it is practical at all, will be carried out in 
this way. Why then all this continual bombing, of 
a country which has minimal defence installations 
and is already largely devastated by two. decades 
of continual war? Particularly when it seems to be 
alienating the Muslim world and threatening to 
destabilse governments friendly to the West. 

It may indicate bombing for the sake of it, to 
convince the American public that something is 
being done. Or perhaps there is a more mundane 
reason, such as a need to use up the surplus stocks 
of arms manufacturers. In fact, it emerges that the 
real aim is to supplant the Taliban government 
with something more amenable to the globalists’ 
interests. Now we learn that the Taliban govern- 
ment refused permission for an oil pipeline to be 
laid through Afghanistan to Pakistan and the sea! 
Have the American and British governments 
cynically used the September | 1th tragedy -- and 
the highly emotional concern it understandably 


ia ili : ions ‘< “Rly 2 
Political correctness alive and well in the 
land of chalets and the cuckoo clock 


genic agents that have penetrated it. 
Some years ago, the former president of 
the Socialist Party, Mr. Peter Boden- 
mann, spoke depreciatingly of our army 
as a folk-costumes’ association. The 
aftermath of the events has, much to my 
regret, proved him to be right. Such a 
‘national defense’ isn’t worth a half- 


penny. 
MAX MORF 
Geneva 


Bomber Blair in cloud-cuckooland 


engendered — as an excuse to bring.down an 
unco-operative government? 

The moral high ground is rapidly slipping away 
from the Americans as, in the desperate search for 
new targets to bomb, the inevitable ‘mistakes’ are 
occurring, with much collateral damage and 
untold numbers of civilian deaths. In their frust- 
ration at failing to trigger the overthrow of the 
Taliban (which they confidently predicted as soon 
as the bombing started), it seems that the bombing 
must be continued and intensified until enough 
chaos and destruction has been caused to ensure 
that the Taliban is put down. 

But what kind of government is likely to 
replace the Taliban, and how stable will it be? If it 
wasn’t so tragic, Mr. Blair’s view about the shape 
of the new Afghanistan government would be 
laughable. He thinks that there can be a ‘broad- 
based’ administration representing all sections of 
society! What a hope! Afghanistan is a multi- 
cultural maize, whose many different races and 
clans have been continually fighting each other as 
long as anyone can record. Any truces or temp- 
orary alliances tend to be very short-lived, flying 
apart at the slightest possibility of apparent sudden 
advantage arising for one of the parties. Ironically, 
the Taliban has probably been as successful as 
anyone in bringing stability to the country, albeit 
with methods unacceptable in the West. Indeed it 
may be difficult to leave them out of any settle- 
ment, particularly as the bombing seems to have 
increased their support. 
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WAR ON TERRORISM OR 


WAR OF DECEPTION? 


ONE of the interesting features of the 
current world crisis is the way in which it 
exposes all the ludicrous twistings of the 
liberal mind. When Pakistanis riot in this 
country, they are regarded as near- 
victims, the innocent objects of intoler- 
able provocation from far-right agitators. 
But when Pakistanis riot in their own 
country, they suddenly become terrorist 
fanatics who have to be suppressed with 
extreme violence. 

Incidentally, early birds who viewed the 
morning news coverage of demonstrations 
in Pakistan may have noticed a placard 
denouncing ‘Zionist aggression’ which 
mysteriously disappeared from later broad- 
casts. Typically, our government is giving 
several hundred millions of British 
taxpayers’ money in bribes — sorry, aid — 
to keep the military regime in Pakistan in 
order - at a time when we are told that 
further cutbacks in vital public services are 
a necessity in Britain. This involuntary _ 
donation from the British people should 
come as no surprise to seasoned observers 
of policy, since bribes to keep Islamic 
countries pro-Western are commonplace. It 
is not generally realised that Egypt receives 
almost as great a subsidy as Israel — in 
order to ensure that it stays committed to 
‘negotiations’ with Israel. 


DO WE KNOW THE FACTS? 


How sure can we be that no deception 
was involved in the push to war? I don’t for 
a moment suggest that the actual perpet- 
rators of the Twin Towers attack were 
anything other than Arab fanatics, mainly of 


Saudi Arabian origin. Any other view surely 
belongs in the wildest and most remote 
realms of conspiracy theory. Nevertheless, 
it is faintly possible that the hijackers were 
either manipulated or allowed to proceed 
with their plan. 

Even more likely perhaps, given the 


IAN BUCKLEY 
asks a few 
questions about 
Blair’s crusade 
in Afghanistan 


unusual stock market movements prior to 
the atrocity, one or more intelligence 
agencies might have had inkling of the 
attack but decided to keep quiet for ulterior 
reasons. Perhaps significantly, Ehud 
Sprinzak, a leader writer on the Israeli 
Ma’aviv newspaper commented: “From the 
perspective of Jews, it is the most important 
public relations act ever committed in our 
favour.” 

Parallels are not lacking. In 1986, the 
then Mrs. Thatcher allowed Ronald Reagan 
to punish the allegedly terrorist Libyans, by 
letting him use British bases to bomb 
Tripoli. This raid killed over 40 Libyans, 
including Col. Gadaffi’s adopted infant 
daughter. Press and politicians alike hailed 
the bombing as a legitimate response to a 
violent terrorist state. 

At her constituency, Thatcher herself got 


a rapturous reception for her role in the 
Libyan slaughter from the Finchley Friends 
of Israel — who around this time had 
planted 60 trees on the Golan Heights in her 
honour. Her biographer Andrew Thomson 
was there, and commented revealingly of his 
own feelings on the occasion, saying that: 

“ .. for a non-Jew, it was almost 
embarrassing.” 

Well, that is quite something! Embarr- 
assment may not unfairly be termed a 
British disease, but surely it’s carrying 
things a bit too far when such feelings 
become implicated in the decline to 
extinction of the Anglo-Celtic folk. Oh, we 
are so ashamed for being unwelcome guests 
in our own house! 


PROPAGANDA OPERATION 
But we now know, thanks to Victor 
Ostrovsky’s The Other Side of Deception, 
that the Libyan affair was at bottom a 
brilliant black propaganda operation by 
Mossad. The Israeli secret service had 
managed to instal a transmitter on Libyan 
soil which gave the impression that the 
Libyan Government was sending orders to 
its various embassies abroad to commit 
terrorist acts. The French suspected as 
much, which is why they refused to allow 
US bombers to over-fly their airspace. 
So let us be a little wary of all the rhetoric 
and emotionalism designed to get us 
involved in an endless war ‘against terror- 
ism’, first against Afghanistan, then Iraq and 
then ... who knows? In spite of all the 
appeals to ‘patriotism’ by the likes of 
President Bush Junior and Mayor Guilani, 


 SpecialForces, __ 
"thought to be SAS, in 
Afghanistan. aie re 


the bottom line is still money, of course. 
One news story that has been largely supp- 
ressed was that fighting broke out between 
firemen and police when the order was 
given to cease rescue work at the World 
Trade Centre ruins. This order, assuredly 
not by coincidence, came immediately after 
an estimated $200 million in gold had been 
recovered from the vaults. A distasteful 
legal wrangling is also about to get under- 
way which will decide whether the lease- 
holder of the destroyed building, one Larry 
Silverstein, will receive $7.2 billion in 
insurance compensation if the Twin Towers 
are counted as two separate disasters, or a 
mere $3.6 billion for one disaster. The words 
‘making a killing’ somehow spring to mind. 


SPIRITUAL CORRUPTION 
Therefore, when a Muslim fanatic says he 
despises the spiritual corruption of New 
York or London, even though that Muslim 
fanatic may be a sworn opponent, we can 
concur with him to a large degree. After all, 
we are not being led by Charles Martel at 
Poiters or Prince Eugene at Vienna, but by 
scabby little nonentities who are the mere 
front men for financial gangsters and media 
barons. Benjamin Freedman summed up 
such pusillanimous types forever with his 
phrase ‘male prostitutes’ which he used in 
Facts are Facts, a booklet which would 
make an ideal eye-popping gift for wet 
liberal Anglican and Roman Catholic 
clergy, who earnestly promote Jewish- 
Christian dialogue. Incidentally, Freedman, 


MARGARET THATCHER 
Won brownie points with Friends of 
Israel for helping Reagan bomb Libya 


who wrote Facts are Facts in 1954, before I 


and many readers were born, prophesied 
that by supporting the creation of Israel and 
the consequent dispossession of the Pales- 
tinians, America had “sown a wind and will 
reap a whirlwind.” 

Freedman went on to elucidate that:- 

“A ‘male prostitute’ is a male who offers 

the faculties of his anatomy from the neck 


up for hire to arryone who will pay his 

‘asking price’, exactly as the female of the 

same species offers the facilities of her 

anatomy from the neck down to anyone 

who will pay her ‘asking price’. 

Thousands of these pseudo-Christian 

‘male prostitutes’ circulate freely unrec- 

ognised in all walks of life, proudly 

pandering pernicious propaganda for 
pecuniary profit and political power. They 
are the ‘dog in the manger’. The corroding 
effect of their subtle intrigue is slowly but 
surely disintegrating the moral fibre of the 
nation... This peril to the nation should 

not be under-estimated.” 

As we read those words of Freedman, 
does any individual in particular spring to’ 
mind? Such creatures forever fear idealism, 
even the mistaken (in our terms) idealism of 
the Islamic fundamentalist. When the 
Taliban leadership were ordered to surren- 
der to Osama bin Laden, they told the 
Americans that: “It would be dishonour- 
able to hand over a guest in our country to 
his enemies.” 

That statement is something a Viking or 
Anglo-Saxon warrior would have under- 
stood, but we can be sure that the ‘male 
prostitutes’ at present in nominal charge of 
the West regard such sentiments with a 
mixture of incomprehension and fear. 
While it is perfectly true that militant Islam 
is a ‘threat’, it is only one of many threats. 
Such threats as truly exist are more to be 
found in our own backyard, not in the form 
of the political arrangements of distant 
countries. 


rvatives console aedocumnn yy for their loss. by flattering | 
nselves that Labour is simply implementing their own — 
- policies. Foreign policy offers the same kind of vice 


- fantasy. It often seems as if Britain is making up for the loss of 


NATO, the IMF or the WTO. fon, the Europe government is, in 


: short, _bad for democracy - ~ and that is why all governments li ree it. | 
In view of all this, the Conservative notion of opposition to the 


government's foreign policy is somewhat novel. Whenever 


Labour bombs anyone, the Tories just say that the government | 


is not bing enough. And whether it is Sudan, Yugoslavia, 
Iraq or Afghanistan, the party that claims to stand for national 
Severna ‘in fact stands for the unconditional alignment of 
icy with that of Washington. This principle is 

in the Tory psyche, even though it stands 


world status simply by standing shoulder to shoulder with the 


a new imperial power, even if this means complementing le 


jure \oss of national freedom in the EU with a de facto abandon- 
ment of it in the Atlantic Alliance. One might expect as much 
from a megalomaniac New World Order groupie like Head 


‘Prefect Blair. But how sad that the Conservatives, of all people, 


should connive in purchasing such yainglory by tossing aside 


‘two quintessentially traditional British qualities — a sturdy sense 


of mopencence and an instinctive sympathy for the underdog. 
— LAUGHLAND 
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At » time when the media are calling upon Muslims in Britain to be loyal to this country and 
condemning them as ‘traitors’ if they show first allegiance to Islam, we tend to forget that 
the real traitors are our own multi-racialists. ANTONY MILNE explains... 


ABOUT the only good thing to come out of the West’s war 
with the Taleban is the way the question of national 
identity and the meaning of patriotism has been forced on 
to the front pages of British newspapers. At last the multi- 
culturalists , who largely write for and edit those papers, 
are having their own values (which are not universally held 
by their readers) rammed down their own throats with a 
vengeance. 

Continually banging on about the war not being against 
Islam only begs the 
question: what is the West 
fighting for and what does 
it stand for? Judging by 
the media, closely followed 
by the supine politicians, 
it seems to mean throwing 
out our old identities and 
putting nothing in their 
place except a multi- 
cultural free-for-all which 
benefits no ethnic group whatsoever. 

The question about who the British people are supposed to 
be is seldom raised. In Oman last month Mr. Blair told British 
troops that they were fighting to defend not just borders but 
values. As to what values, Mr. Blair would no doubt say some- 
thing like: “our ability to respect people of different faiths, 
races and creeds.” This unpatriotic, half-educated and treach- 
erous nonsense hasn’t gone unnoticed by 
the Muslims themselves. Why should the 
British élite not make more statements on 
behalf of the British people and their 
Christian faith? Are we run by an alien 
anti-British occupying force? A year ago, a 
report from the Commission into the 
Future of Multi-Cultural Britain argued for 
disowning the word ‘British’ on the 
grounds that it was ‘racially coded’! 

In fact, nations are communities of 
ethnic peoples each with shared cultural 
heritage. Britishness is decidedly not 
simply a belief in vague political principles 
like ‘democracy’, ‘equality’ and ‘fair-min- 
dedeness’, since other races and nation- 
alities also would claim to believe in these 
things. Even if the British have largely lost 
their Christian faith, they still have their 
_ historic towns and villages, occupied for 
the time being by ethnic Anglo-Celts who 
still retain local memories and traditions 
and who attend local festivals, even if they do not make a great 
chauvinistic show of it. If the English, in particular, had not 
been so reserved and understating about their ethnic identity, 
and instead were a bit more up-front about it, then perhaps 
the multi-cultural liberals would not have made so much of the 
running. 


Our own values rejected 

The point is this: it can safely be predicted that if our élites 
reject their own values others will do the same. The Muslim 
youth of Britain, previously showing extreme examples of a 
national identity crisis, have finally decided to put their cards 
on the table. Many of them now proudly claim that they have 
no allegiance to this country. Mohammed Abdullar, a 22-year- 
old accountant from Luton, told The Times: “We don’t perceive 
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The true meaning 
_ of treachery 


Omar Bakri (above) is a Muslim fun- 
damentalist living in Britain and 
supporting the Taliban. No traitor, 
he’s only being loyal to his own kind 


ourselves as British Muslims. We are Muslims who live in 
Britain. All Muslims in Britain view supporting the jihad as a 
religious duty.” 

The present generation of younger journalists, the inter- 
preters and purveyors of our national culture, are largely to 
blame. The older generation of journalists were more know- 
ledgeable about the world, were better educated, and more 
pro-British in their sentiments. Now their younger counter- 
parts are telling us that within the last SO years our people 
have come to have 
‘multiple identities’, so 
that one can in fact be 
both British’ and ‘Asian’ 
without realising that 
one is referring here, not 
to a choice of values or 
party affiliations, but to 
ethnic categories. By the 
same reasoning, Cows 
and horses, just because 
they ard grazing in the same field, can choose to call them- 
selves ‘cow-horses’. 

Much of the confusion about national identity in the West is 
the failure to understand the difference between modernis- 
ation and westernisation. The West embodies an astonishing 
paradox. It is run by liberal imperialists busy ramming their 
own multi-cultural values down the throats of non-western 
peoples (look at the way they are now 
planning for a multi-ethnic government to 
run Afghanistan). Yet these same people 
hate and despise western culture as 
‘racist’ and ‘colonialist’, and want to 
replace it with a cultural free-for-all. So 
we have the worst of all worlds — 
multi-racialism, a disdain for the very 
people we have let into the country 
(because they are seen as anti-liberal and 
anti-feminist) and a death-wish directed 
at our own folk. Further, multi-cultur- 
alism is one-way traffic. It doesn’t apply to 
other civilisations: there are only a 
handful of whites in Muslim, Hindu or 
Asian countries, and certainly none at all 
are in positions of cultural, economic or 
political power in the way coloured 
foreigners are in the West. 

Now more thoughtful journalists are 
beginning, somewhat reluctantly, to quote 
the eminent Harvard professor Samuel 
Huntingdon ei his well known book, The Clash of Civilis- 
ations. Here is just one paragraph from a long work, and the 
writer’s remarks about America apply to Britain as well:- 

“If the leaders of other countries have at times attempted to 
disavow their cultural heritage and shift the identity of their 
country from one civilisation to another, in no case to date have 
they succeeded, and they have instead created schizophrenic 
torn countries. The American multi-culturalists similarly reject 
their country’s cultural heritage. Instead of attempting to 
identify the US with another civilisation, they wish to create a 
country of many civilisations, which is to say a country not 
belonging to any civilisation and lacking a cultural one.” 

Huntingdon’s book is immensely powerful, combining a 
broad sweep of history with political theory, and should be 
required reading for everyone on the Right. It should also be on 
the reading list of iti political student at British universities. 


WHY REAL ECOLOGY AND 
POLITICAL CORRECTNESS 
DON’T MIX 


WE ARE bombarded with ‘globalist’ politics 
these days. According to those responsible, we 
should all reconcile ourselves to eventual 
world government where racial and national 
distinctions will disappear in an increasingly 
mongrelised population, and of course every 
body has a nice day. Nationalist movements 
like the BNP are dismissed as swimming 
against the tide of history and holding views 
about racial differences which have no 
rational or reputable foundation. We lack, 
they say, a sensibly holistic understanding of 
human nature and world politics. 

In this contention, they would doubtless claim 
to be supported by expert ecologists, i.e. scientists 
concerned with the evolutionary relationship 
between various life-forms and the environment. 
So it seems appropriate to quote Edward Gold- 
smith, one-time editor of the reputable journal 
Ecology, on that subject. In a paper titled ‘The 
Limits of Growth in Natural Systems’, he says:- 


“It is not surprising that systems. which are 
sufficiently differentiated, such as biological 
organisms and societies, will tend to develop 
mechanisms that will enable them to exclude 
foreign bodies likely to menace their integrity. 
At the biological level, such devices are 
known as rejection mechanisms. Experience 
with organ transplants has revealed that to 
suppress these mechanisms is to increase one 
hundredfold the patient’s susceptibility to 
cancer, i.e. to the anarchic proliferation of 
cells. Mechanisms of this kind are essential at 
all levels of organisation. Of the 3,000 simple 
societies so far examined by anthropologists, 
all appear to have laws of exogamy and 
endogamy. Marriage is forbidden within a 
restricted family circle, but also outside the 
cultural group; the object being to avoid 
cultural hybridisation and hence the pro- 
duction of sub-systems that are differentiated 
parts of neither one system nor of another. 
What is today regarded as prejudice 
against people of other ethnic groups is a 
normal and necessary feature of human 
cultural behaviour, and is absent only 
among members of a cultural system 
already far along the road to disinteg- 
ration. The notion of the universal brother- 
hood of man is therefore totally incom- 
patible with the nature of human cultural 
systems. It is as absurd as the notion that 
the cells making up a vast number of diff- 
erent organisms can be shuffled and still 
give rise to viable biological systems. 

“Economic growth is leading to increased 
mobility. Industrial countries tend to 
develop labour shortages and import 
foreign labour. In this way quite large 
ethnic minorities are being built up in 
many countries. In addition, economic 
development is tending towards ever larger 


political units which often 
embrace ethnic groups with 
little in common with each 
other. All this is creating a 
very unstable situation; one which can only 
lead to civil wars and the massacre of 
minorities singled out as scapegoats when 
inevitable economic and_ social crises 
occur.” (FKJ’s emphasis). 
So much then for ‘scientific socialism’! 
Multi-racialsm is therefore as fundamentally 
flawed as Communism and liberalism in its 
conception of human nature and what makes for a 
viable society .It is subversive of the evolutionary 
process, which is essentially devoted to the 
emergence of species/races with the most 
potential for survival and further development. 


Multi-racialism is an altogether synthetic 
ideology compounded of sublimated sexual 


masochism, post-colonial guilt, ‘Holocaust’ 
indoctrination, pseudo-anthropology and political 
correctness. In its fanatical resort to social 
engineering, propaganda and repressive legis- 


roots of political philosophy, sustainable societies 
and human behaviour. For example, there are only 
three types of relationship governing the 
behaviour of different life-forms on this planet:- 


@ Predatory-Prey: the former subsisting entirely 
at the latter’s expense. 

@ Host-Parasite: the latter subsisting wholly or 
mainly at the expense of the former. ) 
@ Symbiotic: whereby there are mutual benefits 
of equal value. 


THE WAYS OF HUMAN SOCIETY 


Such relationships are plain enough for 
everybody to see in the natural world, and they 
operate with just as much force and eventual 
outcome in human society, however well dis- 
guised they may be for reasons of personal and 
political expediency. Not surprisingly, politicians 
and clerics are forever spouting the symbiotic 
sermon when the real situation is actually one or 
both of the other two relationships — typical 
examples being the attempt to disguise Third 
World immigration as beneficial to Western 
Civilisation and to represent the EU as equally 
beneficial to all the countries involved. A 
prominent Socialist once defined politics as “the 
art of the possible.” In the light of natural law and 
the lessons of history, we can only conclude that 
our multi-racialist and globalist politicians have 


This London school was hailed as a brave experiment in multi-racial education. Not 


long afterwards, the smiling head teacher shown in the photo gave up in despair. 


lation, it is a towering example of what the 
ancient Greeks called hubris (arrogant folly) and 
is doomed to meet its Nemesis in the fullness of 
time. 

Meanwhile, there are other profoundly 
relevant factors worth noting in exposing the 


not understood this. and are in blind pursuit of the 
impossible. For their part , BNP supporters have 
the satisfaction of knowing that their policies 
accord with natural law, the evolutionary imper- 
ative, common sense, historical evidence and 
political realism. So where else is there to go? 
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ANOTHER WAR FANTASY 


MICHAEL WALSH reviews the latest from the Spielberg propaganda arsenal 


This is an abridged version of an article 
appearing on the 1st November on the 
Michael Walsh Newsdesk website. 
Address: www.ety.com/HRP 

We hope sincerely that this item will not 
cause offence to our American readers. It 
is published solely in the interests of 
historical accuracy; all the major armies 
in World War had both their glorious and 
inglorious episodes, and even in the best 
of armies there were individual demon- 
strations of unsoldierly behaviour. 


STEPHEN SPIELBERG’S latest movie 
Band of Brothers, recently serialised by 
the BBC, has come under fire and has 
received numerous direct hits fired by 
credible critics. Still living British World 
War Two veterans and military histor- 
ians, recognised for their objectivity, 
have supported such criticisms. Many of 

‘the latter have denounced the propa- 
ganda series as “a fantasy, a total 
travesty from beginning to end, a pack of 
lies and a vainglorious re-writing of 
history.” 

These critics’ pithy comments expose 
the Jewish producer’s fantasy world 
depiction of the war, in which the conflict 
is taken over by the Americans. Stevie 
Spielberg is notorious for his lurid distor- 
tions. He frequently calls upon the over- 
rated Tom Hanks to act the part of the 
clean living all-American boy next door. 
As a prime example of his distorted view 
of those events, there is no mention 
concerning the real theatre of operations 
where the outcome of the war was 
decided. 

These events, so tragic in their out- 
come for Europe, took place on the 
Eastern Front. There the Wehrmacht 
fought desperately to prevent the Soviets 
overrunning the age-old Christian civil- 
isations of our continent and to save it 
from the ravaging onslaught of Soviet 
dictator Josef Stalin’s Asiatic hordes. 

In this last great battle for Europe, 
volunteers from many countries, mostly 
but not exclusively European, fought and 
died to stem the Asiatic-Slav onslaught. 
Among them were units of the French 
and Dutch Waffen SS, nearly all of whom 
lost their lives in the futile defence of 
Berlin. 

Charles Wheeler, the renowned BBC 
commentator on world events, a veteran 
of World War Il, on September 29th 
protested vehemently on the flagship 
Newsnight programme that, contrary to 
what viewers had falsely been told in 
advance, the battle depictions were 
‘highly exaggerated’. The “concentration 
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of sound and gunfire coming from every 
damned direction” was unrealistic. He 
added that he found it hateful and was 
astonished the BBC had paid an incred- 
ible £6 million for the broadcasting 
rights. 


SPIELBERG 
Notorious for lurid distortions 


But why should Wheeler have been 
astonished? The BBC, like other British 
broadcasting media has a very large 
number of Jewish directors, producers 
and writers singing the same Jewish 
tunes over and over again. 

Other veterans have protested that the 
film offers a very narrow contrived view 
of the war, with the British appearing 
only rarely, and as a form of comic relief. 
The Brits are invariably depicted as 
bumbling amateurs grateful to be | 
rescued by the heroic Americans. The 
German troops, recognised as being the 
toughest fighting force that ever existed, 
are portrayed as little better than sub- 
human, full of dirty tricks and running like 
rabbits before the intrepid stalwart and 
fearless Americans. Very far from the 
truth! 


CONFUSING AND DULL 


In its presentation, the series is down- 
right confusing and dull. It has been 
described as “ludicrous ih its suffocating 
air of reverence.” Even the title of the . 
film itself is tacky, and the opening credit 
sequence is nauseatingly repellent. It 
starts with a syrupy musical score 
backed by a wordless choir soaring over 
strings and horn accompaniment. The 
sepia stills (shades of Butch Cassidy and 
the Sundance Kid) of the cast are 
intended to provide an evocative nostal- 
gic atmosphere, though that form of 


photography was in fact old hat at the 
time. But facts can’t be allowed to 
interfere with a good fantasy. 

One learned academic described how 
he felt nauseated with disgust at the 
distortions, the phoney special effects, 
the contrived ‘atmospheric’ embellish- 
ments and the fanciful distortions. Every 
trick of cinematography is used, such as 
speeding up the movie then slowing it 
down; shaking the picture with random- 
looking shots. 


NO BLACKS! NO SPICS! 


On the same BBC Newsnight pro- 
gramme the Australian writer Germaine 
Greer, invariably known for her caustic 
criticisms of controversial issues, 
referred to the movie's ‘racist over- 
tones’. 

“For one thing,” she observed, “there 
were no blacks or Hispanics in the film. 
Moreover, was it coincidence,” she 
added, “that the officer who was such a 
disciplinarian was a Jew?” 

The part she mentioned was actually 
played by a well-known Jewish actor, 
but cautiously the politically correct 
Greer refused to elaborate on that point. 
Had she done so she would have 
certainly been denounced as anti-Semitic 
and her career as a writer and columnist 
would have hit the buffers. Had she been 
sufficiently courageous to be objectively 
truthful then she would certainly have 
mentioned the fact that in virtually all 
Hollywood films Jews appear as the 
heroes and as successful, well-intentioned 
and thoroughly likeable characters. 


THE ‘SCREAMING EAGLES’ 


As for the battle scenes in Band of 
Brothers, these are again distorted and 
rarely correspond to actual events. The 
US 101st Airborne Division known as 
the ‘Screaming Eagles’, formed late 
1942, were new and untested, as indeed 
was most of the US Army. The dropping 
of parachutists had in fact been 
pioneered two years previously by the 
Germans. 

Typically, their mode of attack was 
used successfully in 1940 when under 
the brilliant Otto Skorzeny the massive 
Belgian fortress of Eben Emael was 
stormed by a unit of Fal/schirmjager. 
They landed on the ramparts and ina 
surprise attack took the fortress. 

After training in America, the ‘Scream- 
ing Eagles’ were sent to Britain for 
practice training. In a full-scale rehearsal 
over the English County of Berkshire 
immediately before D-Day, the unit 


suffered no less than 436 casualties 
from parachute jumps that went wrong. 
28 Dakota aircraft returned to base 
without dropping any paratroops at all. 


BOMBER CREWS HYSTERICAL 


On the eve of D-Day, the task force of 
Dakotas was intended to secure passage 
into the French countryside from the 
landing sites of Utah Beach. Many of the 
flight crews were so unnerved, even to 
the point of hysteria, by the German flak, 
that they accelerated away from the 
pathfinders beacons even as they 
prepared to disgorge their paratroopers. 

The cataclysmic consequence left the 
Screaming Eagles scattered over a wide 
area of Western France. General Maxwell, 
their commander, was completely lost 
for several hours. 

By dawn, only 1,200 of the 6,000 US 
paratroopers had reached their rendez- 
vous. Many of them had perished 
miserably in the deep waterways which 
criss-cross the region, dragged under- 
water to a murky death by their heavy 
equipment. 

Fierce fighting then took place around 
the town of Carentan where the well- 
entrenched German troops had been 
ordered by Field Marshal Erwin Rommel 
to fight to the last man. They obeyed his 
order. 

In the Stevie Spielberg film Easy 
Company US troops take the town, thus 
preventing a German breakthrough. This 
simply isn’t true. It was another Scream- 
ing Eagle Company that led the attack on 
Carentan on June 11th and forced a 
German withdrawal. But American 
losses were heavy. By mid-July, when 
the 101st were finally pulled from the 
front line, of the 6,600 men involved 
868 had been killed in action, nearly 
2,000 had been wounded and many 
hundreds had been taken prisoner. Far 
different from the events depicted by 
Stevie Spielberg, the mind-bending 
co-racialist of the spoon-bending Uri 
Geller. 

There was fierce fighting around 
Arnhem during September 1944, when 
the Screaming Eagles and two other 
airborne divisions were dropped into 
Holland in a vain attempt to outflank 
German defences. 


THE REVENGE OF CRETE 

The originator for this foolhardy 
venture was British Field Marshal Mont- 
gomery, who simultaneously committed 
a large British paratroop force. It proved 
to be a bloody fiasco on a scale of abys- 
mal proportions (Charge of the Light 
Brigade repeated) in which the Americans 
actually came off better than the British, 
largely because they were situated on 
the fringes of the ensuing battle. 

The Wehrmacht, with two SS Div- 
isions, was waiting for the Americans. 
The US paratroopers were targeted with 


TRAVESTY OF THE 
HISTORICAL FACTS 
Band of Brothers 
showed the Americans 
winning the Normandy 
battles almost all on 
their own, with the 
Germans depicted as 
cowardly sub-humans. 


BROTH 


Meet the paratroopers of Easy Company who became 
true American heroes during World War II. 


TIME Classroom - in association with HBO and the 
U.S. Army — presents an online companion to HBO's 
epic miniseries. 


rifle and machine gun fire and with quad- 
ruple flak euphemistically known as 
‘meat choppers’. These horrendous 
weapons tore into British and US drifting 
paratroopers and shred them to pieces. 
Paratroopers did manage to capture 
some bridges and towns near the Dutch 
town of Arnhem before the German 
armed forces forced their retreat. 
This latest disaster took its toll on the 
American paratroopers, and low morale 
quickly took hold. They had been 72 
days in combat since the beach landings 
and they were by then mutinous. British 
historians have claimed that among 
these men were plenty of crooks, 
jailbirds and other assorted low-life 
recruited into the Screaming Eagles. 


SCREAMING RAPISTS 


The yarmulke-sporting Stevie Spiel- 
berg of course avoids mention of the 
countless cases of rape and looting 
carried out whilst the Screaming Eagles 
licked their wounds at the base-retreats 
in American occupied France. When US 
General Dwight Eisenhower heard about 
the scale of depravities being practised 
by these troops he suggested that the 
public hanging of the worst offenders 
was the only way to restore order and 
discipline. In fact the appalling behaviour 
of many US troops towards the French 
civilian population was such that they 
are still, fifty-five years later, despised in 
that part of France. 

During the days before Christmas 
1944, the German armed forces made 
their last desperate attempt to repel the 
British-American invasion of Europe. 
This became known as the Battle of the 
Bulge, which took place on Christmas 
Day. 

The weather conditions at first were in 
the Germans’ favour, preventing US 
aircraft from operating effectively. As 
battle opened, the Wehrmacht, spear- 
headed by panzers, smashed all before 
them and opened up a massive rupture in 
the American lines. As the weather 
cleared, the Germans, lacking similar air 
support and suffering from lack of fuel, 
found their momentum lost. 


GERMAN POWs MASSACRED . 


The German troops, however, fought 
to the most bitter of ends. By this time 
Churchill’s war was virtually over but 
fierce rearguard fighting continued 
throughout an occupied Europe that was 
still being bombed back to the Stone 
Age, its rootless populations murdered 
en masse and otherwise enslaved. 

Finally, there was an incident in Spiel- 
berg’s Band of Brothers version of events 
that is utterly foul, although incidents 
like it certainly occurred. A group of 
young German prisoners-of-war are 
shown talking to a group of US soldiers 
in apparently friendly manner. The 
Germans are offered cigarettes and the 
American troops light the cigarettes for 
them. 

At this point in the movie the camera 
shifts to reveal a nearby US soldier 
approaching a submachine gun, and a 
sudden burst of fire is heard. From this 
one can draw only one conclusion: the 
young German prisoners-of-war have 
been shot in their backs. This is a most 
cowardly massacre and, according to 
international convention, a grossly illegal 
and criminal act. 

Certainly, such incidents were not 
unknown and were carried out by various 
armies during both world wars. 

But this glaring example of Spielberg’s 
poisonous and demented anti-German 
personality confirms again the centuries- 
old baleful Jewish enmity towards 
Christian Germany. 

The Spielberg fantasy was actually 
filmed in one of the southern counties of 
England’s ‘green and pleasant land’. 
Apart from a few professional actors, the 
cast of hundreds appears to be composed 
of deadbeats, losers, half-wits and hobos, 
failed ham actors, beggars and profess- 
ional thugs; even the cast was cheap: a 
fitting epitaph to a monstrously cheap 
film. 

The greatest irony of all was that Tony 
Blair, today mockingly derided as 
Britain’s best-known US ambassador, 
invited Spielberg to film this anti-British 
version of history. He even included his 
son as a bit-part actor. 
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“Ont is sometimes a 
touch confused” 


The investiture, as Prince of 
Wales, of the gentleman 
depicted here, took place at 
Caernavon in July 1969. A long 
time ago, we would agree, but 
it was a lengthy spot of pagean- 
try and surely something that 
the beneficiary could be 
expected to remember. How- 
ever, some thirty-two years 
- down the road, it looks for all 
the world as though he is going 
through an identity crisis! 


PROPER CHARLIE 
The Prince is seen here during a 
visit to Northolt Mosque. Is he 
going through an identity crisis? 


Sorry, Another 
history lesson! 


There are few subjects that 
rouse the passion of this colum- 
nist more than slavery. Partic- 
ularly, we deplore and condemn 
the cruel exploitation of little 
British boys and girls in gloomy, 
dank factories not so many 
generations ago. But things 
were by no means the same all 
over the world. For example, 
did you know that slaves in 
18th century Virginia could 
expect to live twice as long as 
’ they might have done in their 
native Africa, and that this was 
largely due to the healthier and 
more comfortable conditions 
they enjoyed?* Can we then 
perhaps make some connection 
between the massive deterior- 
ation in living standards across 
Africa over the post-war years 
and the ending of European 
rule? (* Source: Paul Johnson’s 
History of the American People) 


Why bother 
with fiction? 

Once upon a time, former 
Labour Paymaster General, 
Geoffrey Robinson MP, sub- 
mitted an invoice to the 
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THE WAY WE 
CiIVE NOW 


Some observations on contemporary society 
by JUNIUS 


Maxwell-controlled Hollis Indus- 
tries, plc., for “management 
services as agreed.” Subse- 
quently, in December 1990, a 
payment of £200,000 was 
made from the account of 
another Maxwell outfit, Perga- 
mon AGB. Mr. Robinson denies 
ever receiving this money and 
there is no evidence that he did. 
He is, it would seem, so very 
well off, and his accountants so 
pitifully negligent, that nobody 
bothered to chase up the unpaid 
account. So what exactly 
happened to this substantial 
amount of cash? Well, Mr. 
Robinson hired some more 
accountants to hunt through 
406 boxes of Maxwell’s 
business papers and they found 
nothing — not a cheque or even 
a stub. How grand, how posh, 
to live in a world where 
£200,000 sinks without trace 
and nobody gives a damn! 


The man who 
wasn't there 


Channel Four’s dramatised 
documentary about Bloody 
Sunday (Londonderry, January 
30th 1972) will make no 
mention of Mr. Martin McGuin- 
ness, even though he has 
admitted to being a key member 
of the IRA’s leadership in Bog- 
side on that day, and has been 
accused of actually firing the 
first shot. This seems to us 
rather like producing a pro- 
gramme on the French Revol- 
ution and omitting to inform the 
viewer that Robespierre was 
somewhat involved in the 
action. 


Giving God some help 


Nature does its very best to 
ensure that only the fittest 
specimens couple, thus pro- 
ducing the healthiest possible 
new generations. And, as most 
people know, someone once had 
the bright idea that, in the case 
of certain European specimens of 
homo sapiens, nature might be 
given a helping hand by the 
enactment of legislation that 


would regulate the freedom of 
those with obvious defects to 
procreate new life. “Wicked! 
Wicked! Wicked!” screamed a 
vociferous minority and, as 
usual, the silent majority has 
never had a chance to offer an 
opinion. But, although polit- 
icians with radical ideas can be 
hanged or otherwise eliminated, 
you cannot keep a good scientist 
down, as was evident from a 
recent headline: ‘Designer sperm 
can weed out gene defects’. 
What it amounts to is this. You 
take a chap’s sperm cell pre- 
cursors from his testes, shove in 
a curative gene, and then re-im- 
plant. This stops Dad from 
passing on some deadly disease. 
Mums should, for the moment, 
hold their breath. We have not 
yet discovered what they have in 
store for you! Meantime, is it 
possible that, after all, we will 
one day be welcoming the emer- 
gence of a master race? 


Super think tank 


While the infighting between 
the Tory party leadership and 
the Monday Club was at its 


Duncan 
Smith: 
wants 
to 
make 
the 


Tories 
the 
‘party 
of 
ideas’ 


height (see Jeffrey Turner’s 
article in last month’s Spear- 
head) few people could have 
suspected that IDS, as he is 
affectionately known, was 
fashioning the bombshell of the 
political year. The Tories, it was 
announced, would be the party 
of ideas! A six-strong policy 
unit would focus on what the 
British people thought was 
going wrong in their lives. As 
we have yet to hear any 
comment or riposte from the 


government, it would seem that 
most members of the cabinet 
are still in shock. 


The impatience of Jobe 

Foolish 20-year-old Kathrine 
Jones asked a stranger for a 
light outside a Crawley night- 
club. He didn’t have one but 
instead, we suppose in an 
effort to be sociable, he put his 
arms round her and suggested 
that she should go home with 
him. Her refusal sparked 
aggression and Kathrine got a 
vicious kick on the leg which 
left her with a bloody shin. In 
court, unemployed Gambian, 
Jalamang Jobe, was granted 
technical bail pending senten- 
cing but, as he is currently 
being detained by the UK 
Immigration Service, he was 
returned to immigration 
custody. A routine incident, no 
doubt, but how can someone 
who is being detained manage 
to swan around Sussex in the 
small hours of the morning at 
the same time ? 


Media madness 


Recently, the Discovery 
Channel took a full-page colour 
advertisement in the Daily 
Telegraph to tell us about its 
sensational programme ‘Hoop 
Dreams’. Obviously something 
not to be missed but, to make 
certain, we consulted the 
magazine 7V Choice, which 
helpfully provided us with a 
synopsis which observed that 
this was a “Documentary 
following two black Americans 
as they dream of basketball 
stardom.” We do realise that 
some readers may be shocked 
and even offended to learn that 
we did not stay up till 1.30 a.m. 
to find out what happened! 


Off the record — 


Exclusive! 

With parents in England and 
Wales now officially permitted 
to smack their offspring, Scot- 
land is bracing itself for a 
massive influx of under-age 
refugees. It is believed that 
thousands of persecuted kiddie- 
winks are likely to seek sanct- 
uary: from the hardline, funda- 
mentalist Toniban regime at 
Westminster by fleeing across 
the border to live in special 
temporary accomodation now 
being hastily constructed near 
Roxburgh and Dumfries. The UN 
is thought to be keeping a 
watchful eye on the situation, 
and aid agencies fear they could 
son be “ed with a human 

yedy Nassive proportions. 


POISONOUS emissions directed at me 
from the pen of Tony Lecomber have 


become so routine as to constitute some- __ 
_ thing of a bore. In late October there was e 


yet another. This took the form of an 
imaginary newspaper known as the 
‘Evening Chronicle’ containing tirades — 
against Yours Truly so puerile and 
pathetic that | certainly do not think it 
worth taking up too much space here 
answering them in detail. On the front 


page there was a quite laughable attempt 


‘to discourage people in the BNP from 
inviting me to speak at their meetings — 


perhaps written in pique at the news that 


| addressed a highly successful gathering 
in Oldham at the end of September at 
which just under 100 were present, 
which ended in tremendous enthusiasm 
and at which nearly £600 was raised in 
the collection — quite apart from exten- 
sive literature sales: a meeting which 
curiously was air-brushed out of reports 
on meetings printed in subsequent party 
bulletins and publications. 

Mr. Lecomber’s ‘Evening Chronicle’ 

- contained no less than thirteen blatant 
lies concerning me (at least that was my 
count — | might have missed one or two 
more!). | certainly am not troubled by 


these because | doubt very much whether 
any will be believed. However, should any 


readers wish to question me on any one 
of them they are welcome to write to me 
at our usual address, and | will be happy 
to answer them by personal letter . 


OBSESSION 


In this latest piece Mr. Lecomber 
returns to his pet obsession: a legacy 
bequeathed to me personally by a 
deceased supporter, John Lawson, back 
in 1991. | explained the whole circum- 
stances of this affair in an article headed 
‘Answer to a slur’ in Spearhead in 
February 2000, and | advise anyone who 
wishes to ascertain the facts concerning 
it to read that article. If they do not : 
possess a copy of the issue in question, | 
will be happy to supply one for £1.86 in 
postage stamps or just a photocopy of 
the article for 32p in same. The article 
made clear the wishes of the legator 
concerning the disposal of the proceeds 


of the legacy as he expressed them to me 


before he died. | believed then, as | 


believe now, that | would be betraying the 
trust of this supporter and friend were | to 


place the money in question at the 
disposal of the BNP in present circum- 
stances. This conviction has been 
strengthened by developments that have 
occurred since. In a privately circulated 
discussion paper issued to a few friends 


We are grateful to 
those who send us press 


More poison 
from 


JOHN TYNDALL 
examines a strange 
and sad phenomenon 


late last year | made an estimate, based 
on published figures of BNP expenditure 
during the preceding 12 months, that a 
sum of between £35,000 and £40,000 
had been squandered during that period 
on ill-advised projects entered into with 
little consideration for costs, and on legal 
fees incurred in a senseless and unnec- 
essary battle with the Metropolitan Police 
over a leaflet laying the party open to civil 
action by the latter. Aside from all this, | 
learn that the current bill for payment of 
full-time staff by the BNP is now double 
what it was in the last year during which | 
was in charge of the party — despite a 
workload that certainly is not greater, and 
may well be less, than that existing at 
that time. | feel that in such a situation it 
would be the height of irresponsibility for 
me to place the residue of the Lawson 
legacy at the disposal of the party — quite 
apart from the mentioned obligations to 
John Lawson himself. The money is in a 
building society account where it is 
gathering interest. It will be used for the 
advancement of the BNP as and when | 
judge the time is right. 

Tony Lecomber’s behaviour over 
recent years perplexes me. As | am not a 
qualified psychologist, | would not 
attempt to explain it. In the early years of 
the BNP back in the 1980s | welcomed 
this man into the party as a colleague and 
treated him in every way as a friend. 
Shortly afterwards | set him up on a basis 
of regular payment for his services to the 
party, the rate of which was not high 


(anymore than it was for anyone else) but 


which never brought a complaint from 
him. 


EMBARRASSMENT TO PARTY 
Tony brought considerable embarrass- 
ment upon the party when he was 
arrested one night in possession of 
explosives in the vicinity of the head- 
quarters of a left-wing organisation, for 


PRESS CUTTINGS Sy marking on the cuttings 


the particular passages to 


which incident he was s dealt with i in court 
__with a leniency which truly amazed us. In _ 


consideration of the good services he had | 
rendered to the BNP, | treated this as a 


- momentary aberration from the norm and 
accepted him back into the party after- 

_ wards, Later he got into trouble again, 
assaulting and injuring a schoolteacher 


Mr. Lecomber | 


whom he had spotted tearing down BNP 
stickers. This time he received a three- 
year sentence, of which he served two 
with remission. Again, the party was 
caused great embarrassment, but again | 
took him back on his release. Not only 
that, | was among those who organised 
help for his wife and family during his. 
period ‘away’. When he returned, some 
people urged me to excommunicate him 
from the party after this second piece of 
idiocy, but considerations of loyalty led 
me to disregard their advice. Tony had 


» put in much good work for the party, as 


he later did when my agent in the parlia- 
mentary by-election in Dagenham in 
1994. 

The people who counselled me to get 
rid of Tony Lecomber clearly were right 
and | wrong. There are times in this world 
when loyalty, far from being appreciated, 
is treated with contempt and cynically 
exploited and betrayed. | am not the first 
person to have learned this the hard way 
and doubtless will not be the last. 

Perhaps 20 years ago, behaviour like 
that of Tony Lecomber towards me might 
have made me angry. But now, battle- 


hardened as | have become, | just am not 


bothered. People like him are a fact of life 
in politics, and getting stewed up over 
them is just a waste of emotional energy 
that would better be spent in things 
constructive. When friends ask me how | 


‘ feel about this latest outburst my reply is 


that personally | just couldn't give a .... 

1 do feel concern for the BNP, however. 
Tony Lecomber is not just any old nation- 
alist; he is currently the party’s Group 
Development Officer, responsible for 
organising new units around the country. 
He is, to my knowledge, BNP regional 
organiser in East and North East London. 
He is a member of the party’s Advisory 
Council. Not least — and almost unbeliev- 
ably — he is responsible for enforcing 
internal party discipline! 

His current behaviour has led a number 
of people of my acquaintance to wonder 
if the party leadership will continue to 
maintain him in these positions, as well 
as on the BNP full-time payroll, or whether 
it will conclude — as | should have done a 
long time back — that the time has come 
for him to depart. My advice to these 
people would be not to hold their breath. 


Listen to nationalist radio! 


Send large SAE for broadcast details 


cuttings, for these often provide us with tise 


useful items of news which we would not 
otherwise see. 

When large numbers of cuttings are 
received, however, it takes some time to go 
through them. Send’ can re «ce this time 


which they wish to draw our attention. 
Please also, if sending us photos with the 
cuttings, try to send them with the paper 
unfolded where the photo area is located. 
Lastly, please remember that local news 
is not necessarily important national news. 


LIFE RUNE BOOKS, BCM Box 6089, 
London WC1N 3XX. 

Internet: www.natvan.com & 
www.natall.com 


Page 21 


pee ee i ne Por aet 


§ + 
Sates <r 
« \ - 
BWW Ay 
. 


Y 
¢ 
¢ 
? 
? 
mt 
¢ 
? 
¢ 


iN SRA 


The Editor 
‘Spearhead’ 
PO Box 2471 
Hove 

E. Sussex BN3 4DT 


SIR: Nick Griffin, the BNP leader, has 
announced that the party is launching a 
campaign against Islam. In my opinion, 
this is a serious tactical error, and sends 
quite the wrong message. 

Your American contributor Thorbourne 
Richardson, in your November issue, aptly 
points out that the great unasked question 
regarding the September 1 1th attacks is: 
“Why?” He then supplies the answer, 
namely America’s unswerving support for 
Israel. 

Though we British Nationalists must 
condemn the terrorist attacks in the US, 
we should understand and sympathise 
with the anger that gave rise to them. 

Mr. Griffin attempts to justify his cam- 
paign by quoting passages from the Koran 
which are hostile, or pose a threat, to 
Christianity. But by exactly the same token 
one could launch a campaign against 
Judaism in view of certain passages in the 
Talmud. Why has Mr. Griffin not done so? 
It would make more sense at the present 
juncture than a campaign against Islam. 

Personally, | happen to agree with the 
majority of Muslims in Britain that this 
country should not have joined the US in 
the war in Afghanistan. | consider the BNP 
leadership has made a serious blunder both 
in supporting the war and in declaring 
hostilities against Islam. 


P.S. In view of the present tendency of | 


expelling members of the BNP for criticism 
of the leadership, may | ask you not to 
print my name under this letter. 

NAME & ADDRESS SUPPLIED 


SIR: It was right of you to include Mr. 
Lockwood’s views on homosexual legis- 
lation in your October issue, and it does 
Spearhead credit thereby; but having read 
the article with appreciation | still think, 

’ like you, that buggery should be outlawed. 
After all, it is a matter of public health, 
apart from other considerations. 

The Old Testament has some very 
strong things to say about “men who lie 
with men.” : 

On another matter, | was amazed to 
receive the BNP leaflet dealing with the 
campaign against Islam. This sort of thing 
_ plays into the hands of our enemies. | 
threw the leaflet in the bin. 

| understand well what Islam is about 
and, no, | do not want us to become an 
Islamic republic. That is why repatriation is 
so vital. There are other ways of dealing 
with Islam. 

M. BLAND 
Sheffield 
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SIR: With regard to the article on homo- 
sexuality in the October Spearhead, | 
would draw your readers’ attention to the 
following:- 
(1) Homosexual promiscuity: Over 100 
sexual partners per annum is nothing 
unusual. This is an ideal situation for 
mutations of AIDS to develop which may 
be far worse than the present type. 
(2) The average male homosexual life- 
span is 20 years less than those of normal 
males. 
(3) Statistically, a male homosexual is 17 
times more likely to be a paedophile than a 
normal male (the overwhelming majority of 
paedophiles who have been convicted 
have been homosexuals). 
(4) It follows that if you have a homosex- 
ual couple living near you they will most 
probably have many homosexual visitors, 
at least some of whom may be paedo- 
philes. This means children in the neigh- 
bourhood being put at risk of molestation. 
Curiously, there is a deafening media 
silence on this matter. As for the 
politicians, they will say nothing that might 
lose them the ‘gay’ vote. 
D. SACKSEN 
Birmingham 


SIR: Appropos of Mr. Tyndall’s article on 
feminisation in the September issue, | 
recently read an article in a UFO magazine 
which seems relevant to this. Pesticides, 
herbicides and certain fertilisers introduce 
a false estrogen into our food supply. The 
article says that, if these continue in use, 
by the year 2050 the average man will be 
sterile. 

PRIOR WINTLE 

Cape Town, South Africa 


SIR: Gerry Adams has been making pious 
noises about how commendable it is that 
the IRA is at long last getting rid of just a 
little of its vast array of weaponry. 

Of course, this prima facie gesture could 

«riot have been occasioned by the loss of 
American support for Adams’ gangster 
friends in the wake of September 1 1th, 
when the Americans, who had been giving 
so generously to Noraid, at last saw, 
through the smoke and the screams and 
the blood, just the sort of thing it was that 
they had been financing all those years in 
Northern Ireland! 

Adams and his cutthroats are now 
treading water until such time as the dust 
of forgetfulness settles over Washington 
and New York - in the hope that the blood- 
money will start to flow again, bringing 
business as usual. 
N.G. CHARNLEY 
Blackpool, Lancs. 


SIR: Although it is often asserted that 
possession is nine parts of the law, we 
must question this adage when we 
consider the Zionist occupation of Pales- 
tine. Although there is an undoubted (and 
correct) history of Jewish residence in 
Jerusalem and adjacent territories extend- 
ing over at least 23 centuries, one must 
pause to consider whether there is any 
justification for the Jewish assertion 


Letters 


that there is a theo/ogical basis to their 
present occupation. 

Profesor Kamal Salibi, an academic with 
historical and linguistic skills, has pointed 
out in two of his books that the so-called 
‘promised land’ of the Jews is certainly 
not in present-day Palestine but is, in fact, 
most probably located in the hinterland 
area to the south of present-day Mecca, 
adjacent to the Saudi Arabian province of 
Azir. 

It being accepted by most thinking 
nationalists that present Islamic terrorism 
has at least 90 per cent of its cause in the 
economic and military support given to 
Israel by the United States, it behoves us 
to be realistic about any justifications 
advanced by the Jews that they have a 
‘God-given’ right to occupy the Palestine 
region. 

For the record, Professor Salibi is a 
Lebanese Christian and is now resident in 
Jordan. Two of his texts are: The Bible 
came from Arabia and Secrets of the Bible 
People, both now out of print but perhaps 
available from reference libraries or 
second-hand book dealers found on the 
internet. 

NAME & ADDRESS SUPPLIED 


SIR: On the evening news on the 18th 
October it was announced that the 
Conservative Party had severed its 40-year 
link with the Monday Club — unless/until 
the Club outlaws any racial references by 
their members. 

The news-reader went on to say that 
only one month previously new Tory 
leader lain Duncan Smith had said: “The 
Monday Club is viable and is what the 
Conservative Party is all about.” 

On the morning of the election of the 
new leader of the Transport & General 
Workers’ Union one of John Humphrys’ 
colleagues on the BBC Radio 4 Today 
programme remarked: “One of the candid- 
ates is black” — to which Humphrys replied 
(not for the first time): “Is race an issue?” 

Among people in the House of 
Commons, only Enoch Powell had the 
courage to say out aloud what many other 
MPs were (and are) quietly thinking. 

M.F. INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 


SIR: In one of our regional newspapers 
there were some strongly worded letters 
against housing developments in the local 
countryside. 

This prompted me to write to the paper, 
making clear that the developments were 
due to immigration. © 

Housing is needed to accommodate 
those involved in ‘white flight’ and also 
immigrants themselves, The black popu- 
lations of London districts like Brixton are 
bursting at the seams. 

As for the Council for Protection of 
Rural England, this is controlled by the 
government, which advises locals to 
accept the concreting of their countryside 
for this purpose. ~ 
PETER STAFFORD 
Ferndown, Dorset 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the 
items listed below should be ordered 
from PO Box 287, Waltham Cross, 
Herts. EN8 8ZU. Cheques/POs made 
payable to ‘Freedom’. 


B.N.P. PUBLICATIONS 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 


This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Spreading the Word 

A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists’ Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Freedom for Britain and the British 


The BNP’s Manifesto for the 1999 Euro Election. 
24 pages long, it covers all the key areas in which 
EU membership is undermining Britain’s tradit- 
ional freedoms. 
£2.16 post-free 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 


Do you think? 


Currently the party’s best leaflet, this has been 
re-worked and reprinted in the hundreds of 
thousands. As a result, this two-sided, two- colour 
leaflet has come down in price by a full £1 per 
thousand to just £7.00 for 1,000. 


Crime leaflet 

With soaring crime rates hitting inner-city, 
suburban and rural areas alike, this leaflet’s 
mixture of hard facts and humour should prove a 
winner all over the country. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Banks leaflet 

This innovative approach positions the BNP as 
the only party campaigning for a fair deal for the 
many millions of customers who are sick to death 
of being ripped off by the banks. Price £8.00 for 


Immigration leaflet 

Draws attention to the shocking figures that 
show Britons will be a minority in their country by 
2060. A real eye-opener. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Hang Child Molesters leaflet 
Ever-popular call to hang child murderers. Price 
£6.00 for 1,000. 


Postage rates for all the above leaflets are 
£5.65 for 1,000 and £6.45 for 2,000. Rates 
for larger consignments will be supplied on 
request. 


B.N.P. VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally January ‘97 

Video of the postponed 1996 BNP Annual Rally, 
held in London os: january 25th 1997. Speeches 
by Dr. Donald Stevens, Nick Griffin, Richard 
Edmonds, John *yndall and overseas guest José 
Ramos. 


TheVoice of 
Freedom 


Freedom=a 


WHOSE SIDE ARE 
WC LMWSELNS CUP 


The Voice of Freedom is the official 
newspaper of the British National Party. 
Retail price 45p. Sample copy 64p 
post-free. One-year subscription (British 
Isles) £8.65. For details of bulk rates 
and other information, write to: PO Box 
1032, Woodford Green, Essex IG8 9GN. 


Rally November “97 

Video of the second BNP rally of the year, held in 
Oxfordshire. Excellent regional reports, plus stirring 
speeches from Richard Edmonds, Nick Griffin and 
John Tyndall. 

Prices of videos are £15.00 plus 83p p&p. 


OTHER ITEMS 
Key rings 
BNP key rings with logo in red, white and blue are 


——— 


still available at just £1.50 each. Postage 40p per 
order (overseas £1.00) or free for orders of over 
£15.00. 


Flags 

The BNP has the following flags in stock: Union 
Jack; St. George’s flag; St. Andrew’s flag; Welsh 
Dragon flag; Ulster flag. All flags are priced at 
£6.00. These flags shouild be used to decorate 
party meetings. 


Lapel badges 

Official BNP badges all in red, white and blue but 
in different combinations. Union Jack badges also. 
Price £3.00 plus 40p p&p. 


T-shirts 

North West London BNP is proud to present some 
great T-shirts which can be worn anywhere. 
These are illustrated: “United we stand’ (Flags of 
four British lands against map background of 
British Isles); ‘These colours don’t run’ (with 
Union or St.George’s flag on mast); ‘I stand for 
justice’ (Goddess of Justice with scales against 
background of Union Jack); ‘St. George for England 
— April 23rd’ (with drawing of St. George and the 
dragon). These capture the very essence of British 
Nationalism and cannot be recommended too 
highly. Only available at present in extra-large 
size, all are in full colour. Price £10 each including 
p&p. Make cheques/POs payable to ‘North West 
Trading’ and send to PO Box 128, Pinner, Middle- 
sex HA5 1XT. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


The Truth at Last 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other white 
race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial six-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


Free Speech 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broad- 
casts made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the 
American National Alliance. Of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears monthly. Send 
US$5 for sample copy. Subscription rates to the 
UK supplied on request. Write to PO Box 330, 
Hillsboro, WV 24946, U.S.A. 


Identity s the official monthiy magazine of the British National Party. 
With 16 full colour glossy pages, and a four page merchandise insert, 
plus articles on a wide range of topics, party news and new initiatives, 
Identity is a showcase for moder nationalism and a‘must’ for 


The cover price of identity is £1.95, but al renders of: pearhead can ol 
- for a specially reduced post-inclusive price of just £2.00. Please make fh 
. saa hiatal i sees dete 


FREEDOM BOOKS (PHONE 0701 437 4137) 


P.O. BOX 20, MANSFIELD, NOTTS. NG19 6HP 


AGRICOLA AND GERMANIA (Tacitus) £7.85. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic and 
Germanic ancestors in about 100 AD. Two books 
in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 

.. AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £16.30. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/ite. 1995, 474pp. 

ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (Ed Campbell) £17.80. A 
handsome, well illustrated book covering the history 
of England and the culture of its people from the 
4th to 11th centuries. With leftist teachers and 
curriculum advisers doing all they can to under- 
mine knowledge of, and pride in, our ancestors 
among the younger generation, it is important that 
nationalists get books like this into the hands of 
their growing children. 1982 (rep. 1991), 272pp. 
ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £13.00. A beaut- 
ifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian literature 
from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. A 
‘must’ for lovers of legend. 1979, 224pp. 
ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £11.25. Con- 
vincing picture of life in our country between the 
4th and 7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was 
abandoned by the Roman legions to the Picts, Scots 
and Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 
BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £20.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 
BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE (Dorothy 
Whitelock) £7.85. Describes Anglo- Saxon 
culture and organisation and relations with the 
Celts between the leaving of the Romans and the 
coming of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 1991), 
256pp. 

BELL CURVE, THE (Richard Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray (£28.85). This important book, which has 
aroused enormous controversy in the USA, deals 
with differences in intellectual capacity among 
people and groups. There is an examination of the 
theory that these could be accounted for by envir- 
onmental influences, and this is accorded the 
remarkably small amount of weight it deserves. 
1994, xxvi, 845pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.85. A strong plea for British independence 
from the EU bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 


BRITISH, THE (M.1. Ebbutt) £3.40. Sixteen tales 
of myth and legend that shaped the British 
consciousness. Illustrated throughout. First pub- 
lished in 1910 (reprint 1996), 374pp.. 
BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £9.40. Sub- 
titled ‘A history of four nations’, this is an outline 
_ of British history by an academic historian stressing 
‘the role of the non-English parts of our islands. 
1989, 324pp. 
BY WAY OF DECEPTION (Victor Ostrovsky) 
£20.60. Elated to have been chosen and granted 
the privilege of joining the é/ite team of Mossad, 
the Israeli secret service, the writer soon learns 
that the organisation, with its twisted ideals and 
total lack of respect for human life, has turned the 
Zionist dream into a nightmare. 361pp. 
CALL IT CONSPIRACY (Larry Abraham). £15.55. 
Shows how socialism is a product of the wealthy, 
and how money manipulation has disastrous con- 
sequences. 1985, xvii, 325pp. 
CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£13.75. A study of the organisations and individ- 
uals seeking to suppress the historian David 
Irving’s freedom to travel and communicate, and 
of the smear campaign against him. The book 
relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts to get into 
Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 


CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charmiey) 


Page 24 


The prices given in this list include postal 
charges for dispatch within the British Isles. For 


postage applying to overseas orders, please write 


first for information before ordering. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques or 
postal or money orders should be made out to 
‘Freedom Books’ only, and should not be included 
in remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly if ‘Freedom Books’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail order 
address, which is:- 


Freedom Books 
PO Box 20 
Mansfield 
Notts. NG19 6HP 


New titles are marked * 

Please note this fact, which is of great import- 
ance: the books sold through Freedom Books are 
written by many different authors holding a number 
of different political and/or religious yjewpoints, 
very few of them being in any way connected with 
Freedom Books’ parent organisation, the British 
National Party. The party’s mail order book 
service distributes these books because it is felt 
that they fill important gaps in public information 
and understanding of vital national and 
international issues. This does not mean that all 
the content of the books should be taken as 
representative of the policies of the party. The 
party reserves the right to differ with some of the 
authors over some parts of their writings. 


£22.80. A study of the Anglo-American relation- 
ship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous conse- 
quences of Churchill's faith in US friendship. 1995, 
xv, 427pp. 


{ CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £20.80. The 


highly controversial story of Britain’s World War Il 
leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
ceftre. 1987, 591pp. : 


CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John Charmley) 
£31.85. This massive work follows David Irving 
in its raising of awkward questions concerning 
Churchill as a national leader, though the author is 
more moderate in his treatment of his subject 
than is Irving. 1993, 742pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £12.55. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in the 
political, industrial and military fields. A classic 
work by a mainstream historian, more relevant by 
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the year! 643pp. 

COME CLEAN, Mr. GABLE (Alexander Baron) 
£2.00. Shows how Gerry Gable of Searchlight 
magazine exploits the saga of the Stephen Law- 
rence murder but has used for his own purposes 
exactly the same sort of violent hoodlums as 
those who committed it. Seven pp. (A4). 
COMMISSION FOR RACIAL EQUALITY, THE 
(Ray Honeyford) £36.35 HB. The author, though 
sympathetic to multi-racialism, exposes the CRE 
and shows how it has a vested interest in 
depicting Britain as a society rotten with ‘racism’. 
1998, 313pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.75. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country. 1966, 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£20.80. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little- 
known and long-suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
CRIMES AND MERCIES (James Bacque) £10.25. 
About the shocking treatment of German civilians 
under the post-war allied occupation, 1945-50. 
The hidden story of the biggest ‘ethnic cleansing’ 
in European history. 288pp. 

DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.50. An important work on the international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF officer 
and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 
DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £9.30. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and injus- 
tices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £19.35. This book has attracted world-wide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems 
in America (and not just between Blacks and 
Whites). A comprehensive introduction to the sub- 
ject very relevant to Britain. 1981, 613pp. 

ELITE: THE STORY OF THE RHODESIAN SPECIAL 
AIR SERVICE (Barbara Cole) £13.30. About the 
campaign against terrorism waged by the Rhod- 
esian equivalent of Britain’s SAS. 1984, 449pp. 
ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£29.15; paperback £20.82. Comprehensive state- 
ment of the case for modern British Nationalism. 
A partly autobiographical account of the author’s 
origins, first political stirrings and subsequent work 
in building up the British National party. A ‘must’ 
for all BNP supporters. First published in 1988, 
this is an updated edition published in 1998. 537pp. 
EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£9.20. The book argues that European Union is 
fascist and corporate in inspiration. Discusses the 
Bilderberg Group, the CIA and internationalists like 
Arnold Toynbee and Joseph Reitlinger. 1996, 
149pp. 


FACING THE ABYSS (A.K. Chesterton) £2.35. A 
graphic portrayal of our political and social life by 
one of the outstanding figures of post-war British 
Nationalism. 1976, 118pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£17.25. Reprint of the classic that exposes the 
plotting behind the first great bloodbath of 
modern history. 1919 (reprint 1988), 519pp. 
FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkett, 
Mark Bainbridge & Stephen Reed) £2.00. A reapp- 
raisal of Britain’s membership of the European 
Union. 1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL TYRANNY, STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £13.40. How the United Nations is being 
developed as an omnipotent global government, 


suppressing national identities and freedoms. 
1992, xvii, 35Opp. 

GRIP OF DEATH, THE (Michael Rowbottom) 
£16.75. Fine study of modern money, debt slavery 
and destructive economics. 1990, 337pp. 
GREAT AMERICAN BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick 
Buchanan) £16.85. How American national sover- 
eignty and social justice are being sacrificed tothe 
gods of the global economy. A powerful plea for 
national freedom and economic nationalism with 
great relevance to the UK. 1998, 376pp. 

HATE COMES TO TOWN (Alexander Baron) £2.35. 
The lies and poison of the Searchlight ‘Edu- 
cational’ Trust, documented, exposed and decon- 
structed. 1999, 25pp (A4). 

HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) 
£10.75. Covers race, eugenics and modern 
science. A scholarly but eminently readable 
criticism of egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD 
in Anthropology. 1996, 162pp. 

HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £11.45. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 

HOLLYWOOD PARTY (Kenneth Billingsley) £18.85. 
The story of the attempted communist takeover 
of Hollywood in the 1930s and 1940s. The truth 
about the ‘Blacklist’ and the HUAC hearings. A 
‘must’ for students of media lies. 1998, 365pp. 
IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) £36.55. 
Study of the life and thought of A.K. Chesterton, 
one of the major figures in British Nationalism from 
the 1930s to the 1970s. Though not supportive, 
generally fair. 1996, xiii, 250pp. 

JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £13.00. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. 118pp. 

KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £8.85. A former farming journalist des- 
cribes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking number 
of independent farmers. A truly shocking but 
important book. 194pp, 

LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £9.00. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the western 
allies to Stalin for slaughter between 1944 and 
1947. 304pp. 

LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £9.25. 
A witty and factual examination of current attit- 
udes and intellectual fashions that are threat- 
ening our future. 1980, 246pp. 

MAN AND TECHNICS (Oswald Spengler) £4.50. 
Sub-titled ‘A Contribution to a Philosophy of Life’, 
this book argues that the world is governed by 
natural forces in man and nature, rather than by 
genteel political and religious creeds. First 
published circa 1930 (rep. 1992), 73pp. 

MANY SHADES OF BLACK (John Bean) £9.45. 
Political autobiography of one of Britain’s leading 
nationalists of the 1950s and 1960s. The writer 
describes the major developments in the patriotic 
movement in those times, together with his own 
assessment of the issues over which it was 
sometimes divided. 252 pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £5.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 

MY AWAKENING (David Duke) £18.85* Per- 
haps America’s foremost nationalist political 
leader of the present day, the author gives an 
account of his background, his political develop- 
ment and the stirring campaigns he has fought in, 
including the one that resulted in his being elected 
to the Louisiana Legislature. 1998, 717pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £9.10. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War. First pub- 
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lished 1952, 128pp. 

NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS, THE (Laszo 
F. Thomay) £8.60. An examination of racial ten- 
sions in a number of areas, showing that they are 
based not on hate nor bigotry but on natural univ- 
ersal laws. 1993, 145pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£12.75. An exposure of the financial powers that 
seek to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972, 288pp. 

ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£11.25. Subtitled “The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable 
economic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 
582pp. 

OTHER SIDE OF DECEPTION, THE (Victor Ostrov- 
sky) Hardback £20.00; paperback £8.95. In this 
sequel to By Way of Deception, the rogue agent 
exposes Mossad’s secret agenda and tells the 
truth about the death of Robert Maxwell and the 
near-assassination of George Bush Snr. 300pp. 
PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £11.60. An eminent scholar argues that 
civilisation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923 (rep. 1983), 227pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.75. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements that have wielded 
it in the 20th century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 HB. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race 
means and how the concept has affected human 
thinking. 1974, 625pp. 

RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. £1.00. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4). 
RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £5.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. ; 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £5.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £18.85. 
Reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Saxons, 
Vikings and Normans, with information on related 
peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), vi, 273pp. 
RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS (W.C. 
George) £4.50. Shows how the racial egalitarian 
dogma is flawed, despite the influential forces pro- 
moting it. 1967, 80pp. 

RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, THE (Hillaire 
Belloc) £4.00. Reprint of the 1936 classic by the 
co-founder of the Distributive movement.Tren- 
chant criticism of both capitalism and commun- 


ism. 1984, 78pp. 

REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £7.35. A series of incisive essays 
arguing that white patriots should adopt insur- 
gent rather than conservative strategies to defend 
their culture and values. Although it is written for 
Americans, this book contains many invaluable 
lessons for British Nationalists also. 1997, 25Opp. 
ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £11.55. A former official of the Euro- 
pean Commission exposes the lies and deceit 
involved in the establishment of the Exchange 
Rate Mechanism (ERM) and the dangers involved 
in European monetary union and European feder- 
alism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


STANDARDBEARERS. £7.50. Subtitled ‘British 
Roots of the New Right’, this is a collection of 
essays on 20 political and cultural heroes for 
British Nationalists, showing that we do not have 
to look abroad for inspiration in such matters. 
1999, 176pp. 

SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian B. Monahan) 
£9.25. A series of articles from the Social Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to 
Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. ; 
THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt & 
Others) £5.40. A cost-benefit analysis of British 
membership of the EU and a listing of the alter- 
natives. 1996, 111pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. A 
superb exposure of the illegitimate power struct- 
ures that exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind 
the scenes’ of international politics by a 
renowned expert. 1987, 61pp. 

TO RESTRAIN THE RED HORSE: THE URGENT 
NEED FOR RADICAL ECONOMIC REFORM (Alan 
D. Armstrong) £13.05. A businessman dis- 
cusses the origins of our money system, its social 
and ecological consequences and some propo- 
sals for its reform. 1996, 137pp. 

TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £9.25. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global 
free trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 
216pp. 

TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
& Norris McWhirter) £10.00. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government of John 
Major in signing the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 
123pp. 

TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£5.25. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. The writer 
once worked as a public relations adviser for lan 
Smith. 3rd ed. 1995, xv, 92pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 
The Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 
113pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £8.10. An exposure 
of the links between Wall Street finance and the 
Russian Revolution of 1917 are proved beyond 
all question by an established scholar. 1974, 
228pp. 

WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT (Fred- 
erick Soddy) £11.55. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the way to a satisfac- 
tory and beneficial financial system. A long-est- 
ablished classic. 1926 (rep. 1983), 320pp. 

WAR AND THE BREED (David Jordan) £9.60. 
Fine reprint of a remarkably far-seeing book, first 
published in 1915, which argued that the war then 
raging would do incalculable damage to the 
genetic make-up of Britain and Europe. Disturbing 
but fascinating. 1981, 127pp. 

ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£22.85. Sensational and courageous exposé 
ofZionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew. 
1982, 
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BNP honour war dead 


IN many parts of Britain on November 11th, British National Party members held their own 
ceremonies to commemorate the war dead. Eighteen members attended the Remembrance 
Sunday parade in Rochdale (Lancs.). A section of the BNP contingent is shown here. 
According to the Rochdale Observer, the overall turnout was significantly higher this year. The 
reasons were obvious: during the weeks leading up to Nov 11th, Rochdale’s Labour MP, along 
with local Muslim leaders had been trying to pressure the local branch of the Royal British 
Legion to allow Muslims to hold prayers at the Cenotaph on Remembrance Sunday. This was 
put to a vote at a fiery meeting of Rochdale British Legion and was rejected unanimously. 
During the after-parade photo shoot the local Labour MP Lorna Fitzsymonds stood staring at 
the BNP in disgust. When they look at you like that you know you must be doing something 
right! 

REPORT FROM KEVIN BRYAN 
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Hereford & Worcester unit revived 


This small BNP unit held its first meeting for 
two years in Tenbury Wells in late October. 19 
people were in attendance. 

The meeting was chaired by David Jones, who 
announced the first speaker, John Hepworth of 
Worcester, who regularly commutes to Yorkshire. 
He gave the audience a blow-by-blow account of 
the rioting and unrest there occasioned by the 
Asian presence. 

After a short break and a brisk literature sale, a 
collection was made which raised £70 for local 
funds. 

In the second half of the meeting former West 
Midlands Regional Organiser Keith Axon spoke. 
He too addressed the issue of the growing immig- 
rant invasion and the fact that those whom he 
called the ‘Westminster traitors’ had no intention 
whatever of stopping it. On the contrary, he said, 
all three of the main parties want more in. He also 
spoke of the threat of Islamic terrorists. Before we 
send forces overseas, he said, we should deal with 
the menace in our own backyard. He concluded by 
saying that BNP crusaders who have been fighting 
the good fight deserve nothing less than an all- 
white Britain. 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub- 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the British National Party, John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser- 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ- 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 


Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.30 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.32 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you — 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyncell 
and the BNP 
stand for 


TYNDALL ON TOUR 


JOHN TYNDALL, Spearhead Editor, made a 
speaking tour of the East Midlands and North of 
England last month, addressing British National 
Party meetings in Sutton-in-Ashfield (Notts.) 
and Dewsbury (Yorkshire). 

At the Sutton-in Ashfield meeting on the 24th 
November, organised by the BNP Mansfield 
branch, Mr. Tyndall spoke of the growing 


Dewsbury: branch organiser and chairman of meeting Nick Cass 
makes a point. John Tyndall is seated on left. 


support. The mass, he said, never respects weak- 
ness, only strength. 

The meeting, ably chaired by East Midlands 
organiser Steve Belshaw, ended in great enthus- 
iasm, with a standing ovation from the audience 
of 35-40. 

The next day, November 25th, Mr. Tyndall 
spoke to Dewsbury BNP at a meeting attended 

5 by 40-45 people. The 
meeting began with a talk 
by local organiser Nick 
Cass, who spoke of some 
of the appalling exper- 
iences some local people 
had been having as a part 
of life in ‘multi-racial’ 
West Yorkshire. 

Among other speakers 
was Nick Cass’s fiancé 
Suzy Bastow, who gave a 
short but most interesting 
talk on how, through Nick, 
she first became involved 
with the BNP. 

Mr. Tyndall began his 
speech by a personal 
tribute to the late Iain 
Wilson, who for many 
years had been the 
mainstay of the branch and 


number of British people utterly disillusioned by 
the old-party racket and holding views increas- 
ingly similar to those of the BNP. The party only 
needs to convert their sympathy into actual active 
involvement and votes at elections. The vital 
thing here, he said, is not, as some might suppose, 
a softer approach in the BNP’s campaigning 
methods but the demonstration of increased 
political strength. The mass of people, he said, 
like to identify with what is fashionable. 
Becoming fashionable, he went on, is no easy 
thing and will take time, but the vital require- 
ment is to show increased votes and popular 


Stop press 


BLAIR CHANGES COURSE ON 
TROOPS FOR AFGHANISTAN 


Subsequent to the writing of our ‘What We 
Think’ story on British forces in Afghanistan, it 
has been announced that premier Blair will not 
now be keeping troops there after the defeat of 
the Taliban and the capture of Osama bin Laden. 
We have kept our piece as it is on page 2 
because nothing in the latest developments 
invalidates what we have said concerning the 
principles involved in the issue. 


NATIONALIST LITERATURE 
SALE. British, Southern African and 
North American papers from 1960s 
onwards. Please send stamped-add- 
ressed envelope for sales list to: The 
Advertiser (Literature sale), PO Box 
2471, Hove, East Sussex BN3 4DT. 
Half of all proceeds wi!’ +0 to 
Friends of Spearhead. 
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to the BNP 
cause. 


who, very sadly, had died in August. 

He went on to take stock of the course of 
British affairs since World War II, recalling how 
as a small boy he was told during that war that 
Britain was fighting to defend her empire and to 
prevent a foreign invasion of her shores. He 
recalled film shots of Churchill standing with the 
royal family on the balcony of Buckingham 
Palace celebrating ‘victory’. Everything that had 
happened since, he said, was indicative of a 
nation in defeat. Our political class had sold out 
to our enemies and surrendered and betrayed all 
that our war veterans had fought for. If we are to 
retrieve the situation, he said, the BNP is the 
nation’s only hope. There is no other. This 
meeting, like that of the previous day, ended 
with a standing ovation for the speaker. 

Earlier in the week, on November 21st, Mr. 
Tyndall addressed a meeting of about 30 people 
organised by Croydon BNP, and spoke of the 
need for the party not to waver in its mission to 
work for an eventual all-white Britain. 


Excellent results in Burnley 


British National Party candidates obtained 
most encouraging results in two _ local 
government by-elections in Burnley (Lancs.) 
on the 22nd November. 

Carol Hughes, standing in Lower House 
ward, secured 283 votes (23.5 per cent of 
the poll, while Mark Terrell, in Trinity ward, 
won 181 votes (10 per cent of the poll). 
This was despite hysterical campaigns by 
the party’s opponents, highlighted by the 
decision of the Liberal Democrats to with- 
draw and advise everyone to vote Labour so 
as not to split the anti-BNP vote! 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations 
from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 


‘these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle 
the magazine. Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Piease send all contributions to Spearhead, PO Box 2471, Hove, East 
Suss#* BN3 4DT. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
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1s of less than £10 unless specifically requested — in which case an 
suld be much appreciated. Thanks. 
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| Opposing terrorism 
where it really counts. 
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While Tony Blair is gallivanting around the world talking about the need to fight terrorism in 
| far-off places, the British National Party is opposing terrorism where it really matters most — 
} in our own back yard! 

Terrorism — anywhere - is evil. But the terrorism we should be most concerned about is 

| that of the IRA — taking place jn Britain and aimed at British men, women and children. 

| But for years Mr. Blair has just been pussyfooting with the IRA terrorists. Not long ago he 
was entertaining their friends and supporters to tea in Downing Street! 

§ The British National Party has been consistent in its calls for stronger measures against IRA 
| terrorists — including the death penalty for those caught. Above is a group of BNP activists 
demonstrating in Glasgow to this purpose. All around Britain similar groups are campaigning 
energetically on this and other issues of importance to our country. 

Do you belong with them? Why not write and find out! 


| | For more information on the SO a ee 
i British National Party, write 
& and send 50p to:- Address 


The Secretary 
PO Box 287 shonvepsosincunesagsnesonsesdnsnsndhaenrenduenesuy oes oe les aecay= Gail odeee 
Waltham Cross 
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Tel. 0700 900 2671 


You can make a photocopy of this page or use a plain piece of 
paper if you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 
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